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Id the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 2076 

Clyde L. Williamson, Appellant, 

vs. 

Mabel Williamson. 


Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 27986. 

Clyde L. Williamson, Complainant, 

vs. 

Mabel Williamson, Defendant. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had in the above entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Bill. 

Filed August 11, 1908. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 27986. 

Clyde L. Williamson 
vs. 

Mabel Williamson. 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, sitting in equity: 

Your complainant represents to the Court as follows: 

First. That he is a citizen of the United States and has resided in 
the District of Columbia for more than eight years and is now a resi¬ 
dent of said District. 

Second. That the defendant was prior to the eighth day of No¬ 
vember, 1906, a citizen and resident of the Dominion of Canada. 

1—2706a 



2 


CLYDE L. WILLIAMSON VS. MABEL WILLIAMSON. 


Third. That on or about the — day of March, 1906 your com¬ 
plainant noticed an advertisement in a certain newspaper published 
in the City of Cincinnati or elsewhere State of Ohio, which paper 
was conducted for the purpose of introducing its subscribers and 
patrons for matrimony. That the defendant exhibited her adver¬ 
tisement in said matrimonial paper, a copy of which will be shown 
to the Court at the hearing of this cause. That your complainant 
was actuated by good and lawful purposes in replying to said 
2 advertisement, to which reply your complainant received a 
letter from the defendant dated on or about April 2, 1900, 
whereupon a correspondence arose between the parties to this cause 
in which upwards of 100 letters were exchanged. That during said 
correspondence your complainant solicited from the defendant accu¬ 
rate & full information concerning her family, her appearance, and 
especially her disposition; that your complainant might reach a con¬ 
clusion as to whether or not he desired to marrv the said defendant, 

*/ r 

and live together as man and wife during their joint lives; that the 
complainant never saw the defendant prior to the 9th day of No¬ 
vember, 1906, and did not have the opportunity of knowing whether 
the representations made by her to him in her various letters aggre¬ 
gating about 100 written during the period of April 2, 1906, to No¬ 
vember 1, 1906, were true; relied wholly upon her said representa¬ 
tions and believed each and every one to be the truth. 

That the defendant represented herself, among other things to pos¬ 
sess a most congenial and loving disposition desiring the society of a 
loving husband, and to preside over a happy home, that her dispo¬ 
sition was of a loving nature, her aim to make her companion for 
life a loving, useful helpmate. Your complainant informed the de¬ 
fendant that his mother was then living with, and dependent upon 
him, and that his offer of marriage was conditioned upon his mother 
having a home with him for at least some time to come; that the 
defendant replied to said conditions, and accepted the same, as ex¬ 
pressed in the complainant's letters, to her: at the same time 
2 your complainant fully acquainting the defendant, who was 
then employed as a waitress, in a certain dining room or 
hotel, in the Dominion of Canada, of said conditions. 

Your complainant further represents that thereupon he sent the 
defendant on or about the 7th day of July, 1906 bv post-office order 
$21.00 for the express purpose of coming to Washington, D. C. to be 
married to your complainant, that the defendant received said sum 
but failed to arrive on the day requested, hut informed your com- 
plainant that she had used a part of said fund to assist her sister in 
a run-away from her father's house; thereupon vour complainant 
accepted said explanation and on October 23, 1906 the complainant 
again forwarded her the sum of $20.00; that the defendant received 
said sum and came to Washington on or about the 9th day of No¬ 
vember. 1906 where within a few hours the complainant and the 
defendant visited the parsonage of the Rev. Richard P. Williams, 
rector of the Trinity Episcopal Church, in the City of Washington, 
where they were married by said rector, that immediately thereafter 
the complainant and the defendant took up their abode as man and 
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wife in a certain four-room flat which vour complainant and his 
mother had occupied at 216 New York Ave., N. W. for some time 
prior thereto, where said parties resided until the 6th dav of Febru¬ 
ary, 1907. 

Your complainant soon discovered that the defendant was not the 
woman that she had represented herself to be, that she complained 
of being ill whereupon the complainant engaged a room on or about 
the 19th day of December. 1906 and thereafter placed her in 

4 the private ward of the Garfield Hospital in this city for 
which ho paid during the first week $20.00 and for four 

weeks at $12 per week, all paid by complainant; that on or about the 
6th of February, 1907 she having recovered from an operation per¬ 
formed upon her at said hospital, he removed her to 607 F St., N. E., 
awaiting preparation of a larger and more fashionable apartment 
at 1478 Chapin St. N. \Y. That soon after her recovery at said hos¬ 
pital the defendant complained about her surroundings and lack of 
room and was in every way dissatisfied with the said four room apart¬ 
ment theretofore occupied at 216 New York Ave., insisting that 
your complainant must provide her with a home in a more fashion¬ 
able section of the city, that your complainant and the defendant 
removed to said Chapin St. apartment about February 9. 1907, hut 
your complainant found said apartment too expensive for his meagre 
income and removed therefrom on or about April 1, 1907 to 1804 
G St., N. W., the defendant objected to residing at 1804 G St., and 
made the life of your petitioner so miserable with her constant com¬ 
plaining and interfering with his plans for providing a good and 
comfortable home for her that it was necessary to again remove his 
residence to 1105 5th street. N. W. where he sub-rented a small 
house. Her conduct became so disagreeable and vicious threatening 
not only his own life but the life of his friends that it became neces¬ 
sary for the protection of the life and good health of your complain¬ 
ant as well as that of his mother, to seek a separation between the 
parties to this cause; that thereupon on or about the 8th day of Au¬ 
gust, 1907 a certain agreement of separation was reached be- 

5 tween the complainant and the defendant and reduced to 
writing, the copy whereof is filed with this bill of complaint 

marked exhibit No. A and prayed may be read as a part of this hill. 

That your complainant entered into said agreement in good faith 
and paid the defendant the $25 dollar* per month for her main¬ 
tenance and support, until the defendant’s disposition might 
he changed and improved to enable said parties to live happily 
together as husband and wife: that thereafter to wit: The month of 
November, 1907 the defendant pretended to have a desire to return 
to your complainant and to he a good, lovable, dutiful wife, that 
to that end your complainant received her and for this purpose 
rented a room at 449 G St., N W\ where for a week or so their 
married life was somewhat pleasant, and her disposition improved 
but after the expiration of said week, the defendant’s disposition 
became so unbearable that it was again necessary to formally sepa¬ 
rate, whereupon your complainant gave her $25.00 with which to 
return to her home in Canada where she should remain until Am 
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gust, 1908 and notwithstanding the said expressed agreement, the 
defendant sought your complainant about January 1908 for fur-: 
ther sums of money for the express purpose of returning to Wash¬ 
ington and resume her marital relations with your complainant, 
that on or about the 30th day of May, 1908 the defendant returned 
to Washington, D. C. and caused his arrest for her non-support 
which proceedings were heard in the Juvenile Court of the District 
of Columbia on the tenth day of August, 1908, and continued to 
the 14th day of August, 1908, to enable the complainant to file 
this bill or proceed as he may be advised. 

6 Your complainant represents that he entered into said 
marriage contract because he believed the statements made 

by the defendant in reference to her disposition to be true; that 
he had no opportunity prior to entering into said contract to learn 
that said defendant had misrepresented her said condition and dis¬ 
position and therefore relied wholly upon said representations to 
be true. 

That in point of fact the defendant entirely misrepresented her 
condition and disposition in every way possible; that her health 
was bad; and that she had been advised by her physician in Canada 
that an operation was imperative at the time she came to be married 
to your complainant; that her disposition was of the most unpleas¬ 
ant and disagreeable nature, so that your complainant and her 
parents were unable to control or influence her in any manner what¬ 
soever. That the defendant by false and fraudulent and representa¬ 
tions induced this complainant to marry her, and has obtained large 
sums of money from him for her maintenance and support without 
giving him her services nor comforts of her society, nor the com¬ 
panionship, she had contracted and agreed to give and render to 
him. That her conduct has been so unbearable and painful that 
it has effected the health of your petitioner, and largely disqualified 
him to perform the duties of his vocation. 

Wherefore your complainant prays: 

1st. That process of a subpoena may issue against the defendant 
Mable Williamson, to appear in this honorable Court and answer 
the exigencies of the bill of complaint, by a day certain. 

7 2nd. That a decree may be passed by this Honorable 
Court declaring said marriage void, as having been procured 

bv the force of fraud of the defendant. 

3rd. And for such further and other relief as to this honorable 
court mav seem meet. 

CLYDE L. WILLIAMSON. 

C. E. EMIG, Sol’r. 

District of Columbia: 

I Clyde L. Williamson, being first duly sworn depose and say 
that I have read the contents of this bill, by me subscribed and know 
the contents thereof, that the statements therein contained are true 
and those stated on information and belief are believed to be true. 

CLYDE L. WILLIAMSON. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 11" day of August, 1908. 

J. R. YOUNG, Cl’k, 

By F. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Ass’t Cl’k. 

8 Answer. 

Filed August 18, 1908. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 27986. 

Clyde L. Williamson 
vs. 

Mabel Williamson. 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding an 

equity court : 

The defendant, Mabel Williamson, for answer to the bill in this 
cause says: 

First. She admits the allegations of paragraph 1. 

Second. She admits the allegations of paragraph 2. 

Third. She admits placing an advertisement in an Ohio news¬ 
paper conducted for the purpose of introducing its subscribers and 
patrons for matrimony, and that letters were exchanged between the 
parties to this cause. She admits that complainant never saw de¬ 
fendant prior to the 9th day of November, 1906. but avers that she 
wished complainant to wait about ten days before getting married, so 
that complainant and defendant might become better acquainted, 
which complainant refused to do. 

She denies allegations as to her representations as to her 

9 disposition. She denies that she accepted the condition that 
complainant’s mother was to live with the parties to this 

cause, but on the contrary avers that the agreement was that com¬ 
plainant’s mother was to live with them only so long as she was con¬ 
genial with defendant, and she avers that complainant’s mother was 
not congenial with defendant. 

She admits allegations as to marriage with complainant, but she 
denies using funds to assist her sister in a run-away from her 
father’s home. She admits residing at 216 New York Ave., N. W. 
which she avers was so small that complainant’s mother was com¬ 
pelled to sleep on a cot in the dining room. 

She denies she was not the woman she had represented herself 
to be, but on the contrary avers that she was in good physical con¬ 
dition at the time of her marriage with the complainant and before 
that time, of which she advised the complainant. She further avers 
that she contracted a disease from the complainant lifter her mar¬ 
riage to him, on account of which it was necessary for her to undergo 
an operation at Garfield Hospital at complainant’s expense. She 
denies that the Chapin Street apartment was more expensive than 
216 New York Ave., N. W., and avers that complainant and his 
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mother moved there before defendant was out of the hospital, and 
that complainant moved from Chapin Street apartment at his 
mothers request. She denies that she complained and interfered 
at 1804 G Street. X. W., as long as her strength held out and she 
was able to be about, except that she refused to live with complain¬ 
ant’s mother. She admits moving to 1105 5th St., X. W. 

10 She denies that her conduct was disagreeable and vicious 
but admits entering into and signing an agreement of separa¬ 
tion on the 8th day of August, 1007. 

She admits allegations as to payments under the separation agree¬ 
ment. She denies that she desired to live with complainant in No¬ 
vember. 1907. but avers that she returned to live with complainant 
at that time at bis special instance and request. She denies that she 

was to remain in Canada for anv definite time, but on the contrarv 

• • 

avers that she went to Canada to permit complainant to work at 
night at his father’s home at night on a correspondence course in 
magazine illustration, and with the distinct understanding that she 
was to receive $25.00 a month as before. She avers that her parents 
in Canada were financially unable to support her, and upon com¬ 
plainant’s neglect to send her any money after the 13th day of 
December, 1907. she wrote complainant that she wished to return 
to Washington, I). C.. and resume marital relations with the com¬ 
plainant. She admits that she returned to Washington. D. C.. on 
or about the 30th day of May. 1908. and the subsequent proceedings 
in the Juvenile Court. 

She denies that she misrepresented her condition and disposition, 
and that her health was had before her marriage to complainant 
and that an operation was imperative. 

She denies that she induced marriage bv false and fraudulent 

o i 

representations, and she admits that she received some money from 
complainant for her support, but denies that she would not give com¬ 
plainant her services, comforts of her society, and eom- 

11 panionship: but on the contrary avers that she was willing 
to give complainant her services, society, and companion¬ 
ship had be spent his evenings at home where she was. She denies 
that her conduct effected health of complainant and disqualified him 
from performing the duties of his vocation. 

And further answering said bill this defendant says that said 
complainant married this defendant of his own free will and with¬ 
out any compulsion or urging on the part of this defendant or any 
one else, and that he was informed and well knew the step he was 
taking, and the said marriage was well considered by himself and 
determined of his own free will. 

Wherefore, having fully answered, this defendant prays to be 
hence dismissed with her reasonable costs in this behalf most wrong¬ 
fully sustained. 

C. A. BARNARD. 

Sol’r for Deft. 


MABEL WILLIAMSON. 
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District of Columbia, 

Mabel Williamson, being duly sworn, on oath says that she has 
read the foregoing answer by her subscribed and knows the contents 
thereof; that the facts therein stated of her own knowledge are true, 
and the facts therein stated upon information and belief she believes 
to be true. 

MABEL WILLIAMSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 18th day of August, 
A. D. 1908. 

[seal.] WALTER C. BALDERSTON, 

Notary Public, D. C. 
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Replication. 

Filed August 24, 1908. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 27986. 

Clyde L. Williamson 
vs. 

Mabel Williamson. 


Now comes the complainant and hereby joins issue with the de¬ 
fendant’s answer filed in this cause. 


CLAYTON E. EMIG, 
Solicitor for the Complainant. 


Testimony on Behalf of Complainant. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

Clyde L. Williamson, the complainant having been first duly 
sworn, was examined and testified in his own behalf as follows: 

Direct examination. 

Bv Mr. Emig : 

Q. Mr. Williamson, please state your full name? A. Clyde L. 
Williamson. 

16 Q. You are the complainant in this case, are you not? A. 

Yes, sir. 

Q. Where do you reside? A. 417 G Street, N. W., Washington, 
D. C. 

Q. IIow long have you resided in Washington? A. A little over 
nine years. 
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Q. Where are you now employed? A. Potomac Electric Power 
Company. 

Q. In what capacity? A. As bookkeeper. 

Q. How long have you been in their employ? A. A little over 
eight years. 

Q. With whom did you live prior to November the 9th, 1906? 
A. With my mother Mrs. Payne. 

Q. Where? A. At 216 New York Avenue, N. W., Washington, 
D. C. 

Q. When did you first hear from the defendant, Mrs. William¬ 
son? A. The 1st of April, 1906. 

Q. How did you learn of her existence prior to that date? A. 
Through an advertisement which I had noticed in a paper. 

Q. Where? A. Published in the State of Ohio. 

Q. The character of the advertisement was what? A. It stated 
that she desired correspondence for the purpose of further 

14 acquaintance, and that her object was matrimony. 

Q. This advertisement appeared in the paper the character 
of which was what? A. It was a paper conducted solely for that 
purpose. 

Q. Have you the letter that you received from her in April, 1906? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. What became of it, if you know? A. Why it, with a number 
of others, was stolen from me. 

Q. Bv whom? A. Bv mv wife. 

Q. What, if anything, was done with them afterwards? A. Ac¬ 
cording to her statement they were burned. 

Q. How long did you correspond with the defendant before you 
were married, after you received the first letter in April, 1906? A. 
About seven or eight months. 

Q. Please state whether you exchanged many letters with Mrs. 
Williamson prior to that period? A. I should say one hundred or 
more. 

Q. Had you ever met Mrs. Williamson prior to the receipt of her 
first letter? A. No, sir. 

Q. Had you ever heard from her? A. No, sir. 

Q. Where are the letters that you wrote to her, have you any of 
them? A. She told me she destroyed them. 

15 Q. What was your purpose in conducting that correspond¬ 
ence with Mrs. Williamson, prior to November the 9th, 1906? 

A. My purpose was to discover her disposition and temperament in 
case I should want to marry her. 

Q. What, if any, request did you make of her in reference to ac¬ 
quiring a full knowledge concerning her disposition in any of the 
letters you refer to? A. I requested, in several of my letters that 
she give me a full description of herself, stating explicitly her dis¬ 
position, character and aim in life. 

Q. And what reply, if any, did she make to you in describing her 
disposition? A. She described that her disposition was lovable, 
amiable and kind in even* way so far as I could determine from her 
letters, she was very agreeable. 
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Q. What, if anything, did she say in reference to having an af¬ 
fectionate disposition with the purpose of being a helpmate to you? 
A. She said that her disposition was one of extreme affection and 
that she would do all in her power to make a kind, loving helpmate 
for anyone whom she would marry. 

Q. That was prior to the proposal of marriage, was it? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Now, Mr. Williamson, who, if anyone, first suggested the sub¬ 
ject of marriage between you? A. I did. 

Q. And you based that proposal on what? A. Entirely 
Hi upon the description of character and disposition as shown 
in her letters. 

Q. What, if anything, was said in those letters in refer¬ 
ence to her temperament, whether she was of slow or quick temper, 
or was that mentioned in vour correspondence? A. I don’t believe 
that was mentioned. 

Q. When did you first meet her? A. November the 9th, 1906. 

Q. And when were you married? A. The same date. 

Q. Prior to the hour of marriage had you discovered anything in 
the woman which would lead you to believe that she was not of the 
lovable, amiable and affectionate disposition that she had described 
herself to be? A. Nothing whatever. 

Q. What did her disposition appear to you at that time, by her 
actions and conduct? A. Very affectionate. 

Q. In this correspondence that passed between you and Mrs. 
Williamson please state whether any statement was made by you as 
to your situation at that time in reference to your mother living 
with you? A. I stated to her that I was at that time living with 
my mother and that if we were married she would come to my 
mother’s home and that we would be compelled to live together. 

Q. What reply did she make to that? A. She replied that would 
be perfectly agreeable. That she would be glad of the companion¬ 
ship of my mother. 

Q. Could you ever live with Mrs. Williamson happily and 
17 at peace if she didn’t possess the disposition which she de¬ 
scribed herself as possessing when she wrote to you? A. No, 
sir; I could not. 

Q. In other words your disposition is such that you would have 
to require a mutual affection of Mrs. Williamson in order to be 
happy and contented? 

Mr. Barnard: I object to that question as leading. 

A. Most assuredly. 

Q. Who else was in the home besides yourself and your mother 
at the time you married Mrs. Williamson? A. No, one. 

Q. What was your mother’s physical condition at or about the 
time of the marriage? A. She was not well indeed, not well enough 
to be out of bed. 

Q. And her financial condition was what? A. She was depend¬ 
ent solely upon me. 

Q. Did you state those facts to Mrs. Williamson prior to the mai> 
riage? A. I did. 

2—2706a 
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Q. Ami what did she reply thereto? A. She replied that it 
would be perfectly satisfactory for me to take care of my mother 
and for her to have a home with us. 

Q. And that her disposition was that she desired the companion¬ 
ship of your mother? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you brought Mrs. Williamson to the house, how 

18 did she appear towards your mother at first? A. Very agree¬ 
able at first. 

Q. When, if at all, did she begin to find fault? A. Within a 
week after she came she began to find fault about the cooking; find 
fault with the size of the flat and other things. 

Q. How about the neighborhood? 

Mr. Barnard: 1 object to that question as leading. 

A. Yes. she objected to the neighborhood. 

Q. How early (lid she seem to object to the food that was served 
to her? A. The second day or so. 

Q. W as she particular about the character of the foods that were 
served to her? A. In one instance I remember she couldn’t get 
suited in a certain brand of tea, my mother purchased several 
brands, even then she wasn't satisfied. 

Q. As to her health did she make any complaint, and if so how 
soon after the marriage? A. About a week or so after the marriage 
she said that her physician had advised her before she left Canada 
that her ovaries were in a very had condition that she should un¬ 
dergo an operation for the removal of them. 

Q. And what, if anything, did she state to you after marriage, as 
to her condition in reference to her health then existing just prior 
to the marriage? A. She said that she had been suffering with this 
trouble for some months, and I think she had been suffering with 
leucorrhoea for some years. 

Q. What was the result of the conversation, what actually 

19 took place? A. She finally became ill, so ill she went to bed 
and 1 called in my family doctor who treated her for some 

weeks. Finally she became so bad that he ordered her taken to the 
hospital. 

Q. And that was what date? A. She was taken to the hospital 
on December the 19th, 190B. 

Q. How long prior to going to the hospital had she been confined 
to her bed by reason of this trouble? A. As near as I can remember 
three weeks after marriage. 

Q. To what hospital did you take her? A. To Garfield Hospital. 

Q. What if any charges, did you pay for her care? A. I paid 
$20 for the first week, after the operation was performed, $12 a 
week for four weeks thereafter. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mrs. Williamson after 
the operation? A. T did. 

Q. What did she state was the character of the operation? A. 
She said it was obstruction of the bowels and that the right ovary 
had been removed and that the left one was in a very bad condition. 
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Q. Did she describe the condition of the right ovary which had 
been removed? A. She did not. 

Q. Did she or not, state in what state of disease it had ' 
*20 been at the time of its removal? A. She said that both 
ovaries presented an appearance of a woman in the change 

of life. 

Q. What, if any, statement did she make about the length of 
time that this ovary had been diseased prior to the operation? A. 
About one vear. 

Q. Did she find any fault in reference to the treatment at the 
hospital, the food and so forth? A. She did. She complained 
that the food wasn’t fit to eat and that they served it on a waiter 
without dishes. 

Q. Did she make any complaint about the doctor who had charge 
of her? A. No, no complaint about the doctor. 

Q. Did you make inquiry from the head physician as to her treat¬ 
ment? A. I did: I inquired of the doctor and he informed me 
that she received the same treatment that all patients were receiving 
in that condition. 

Q. Were you present when she was operated upon? A. No, sir; 
not in the operating room. 

Q. Were you at the hospital? A. Yes, sir; T was in the hall 
outside the operating room. 

Q. How long were you there? A. T was in the hall perhaps two 
hours. 

Q. What was your purpose in being there? A. I was very 
anxious to know the outcome of the operation. 

21 Q. W as there anything unnatural about Mrs. Williamson. 

about the time of this operation, in her appearance or con¬ 
dition; if so state what appeared to you? I am referring to the 
swelling, if any. 

Mr. Barnard: Objected to as leading. 

A. Yes, I noticed the swelling after the operation, before she left 
the hospital, and T went to the doctor and asked him about it. T 
wanted to know whether she was pregnant and T asked him if he 
would make an examination and let me know*. He consulted with 
the surgeon who performed the operation and then finally made an 
examination in the presence of the nurse and the next time I w’ent 
to the hospital he informed me that so far as he could tell she was 
not pregnant and the swelling was presumably from the effects of 
the operation. 

Q. This w r as the second month after your marriage? A. That 
was in January. 

Q. Where was your mother Mrs. Payne, at the time Mrs. William¬ 
son was at the hospital? A. She was in Indianapolis, Indiana. She 
had been called there by telegram, stating that her mother had been 
thrown from a street car, and asking her to come immediately. 

Q. Is her mother a lady of means? A. No, sir. 

Q. When Mrs. Williamson left the hospital where did you take 
her? A. I took her to the home of Mrs. Wilson and went to pre¬ 
pare a flat at 478 Chapin Street, for her reception. 
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Q. At whose instance was the renting of the Chapin 

22 Street fiat? A. At my wife's. 

Q. Was the rent cheaper or higher than the former flat? 
A. The actual rent was the same, but I had to furnish fuel at the 
rate of $7.50 a ton and the gas bill proved a great deal higher; and 
in the neighborhood we were living provisions were very much 
higher, because we were not close to the market. 

Q. W hat was her disposition when you moved to the Chapin 
Street flat, contented or otherwise? A. For a short while only, she 
was contented. Then she became verv much discontented. She 

i/ 

comj lained of the expense we were under, also of the way my mother 
was handling the affairs of the house; and she complained in 
various ways. 

Q. What, if any extra duties and expenses devolved upon you by 
reason of the move from the other flat to the Chapin Street Apart¬ 
ment? A. The expense of moving for one thing, the trouble and 
expense of sitting up at night, after returning from my daily visits 
to her, which would sometimes keep me awake until one or two 
o'clock in the morning. 

Q. IIow long did you remain at the Chapin Street Apartment? 
A. About two months. 

Q. Whv did vou leave there? A. Because of her discontented 
ways, and the expense that we were under at that time. 

Q. What was her disposition toward your mother, at that 

23 time? A. It couldn’t be much worse. She threatened her 
and was disagreeable to her in all kinds of ways conceivable. 

Q. IIow did she receive friends when they called on you. Mrs. 
Williamson and your mother? A. Very ugly indeed. 

Q. Did Mrs. Williamson appear at first, after she left the hospital 
as desiring to have your mother continue to live with you? A. She 
did. She wrote a letter from the hospital, and asked her to return 
and take charge of the house until such time as she would be able 
to do so. 

Mr. Barnard: I object to that answer, without furnishing the 
letter. 

Q. Where is the letter? A. I don’t know. 

Mr. Barnard: I move that all that be stricken out about the 
letter. 

Q. In what way did she find fault about your mother at the 
Chapin Street house? A. She found fault with her thinking she 
was spending too much on the table and the way she ran the affairs: 
she was impatient to take charge herself. 

Q. When she took charge was there any change in her disposi¬ 
tion or temperament? A. None whatever. 

Q. Then what did you do in reference to changing the apart¬ 
ment? A. At her suggestion we moved to 1804 G Street 

24 N. W. where we rented a furnished house. 

Q. For what purpose? A. For the purpose of taking 
roomers and boarders. 

Q. Well, did your mother go with you? A. She did. 
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Q. How did Mrs. Williamson treat your mother at that time? 
A. For a short time she was agreeable at the G Street house. 

Q. Did anv final or open altercation take place between them? A. 
It did. 

Q. M hat did Mrs. Williamson say or do? A. One evening my 
mother requested that I come to her room, she wanted to talk to 
me. I did so and while we were talking my wife opened the door 
and came in very suddenly, and started towards my mother. She 
said she would choke her. I immediately jumped up and grabbed 
her and made her go down stairs to our private room. I sat her 
down on the sofe and made her stav there for over an hour until 
her temper subsided. 

Q. What occasion had Mrs. Payne given, for such an attack on 
the part of Mrs. Williamson? A. Nothing that I know of. 

Q. Do you remember an incident in reference to canceling the 
telephone? A. I do. 

Q. State w r hat occurred? A. When we first moved my 
25 mother had previously learned (he manicuring business and 
in order to make it convenient for her in this business T 
contracted with the telephone company to put in an extension in 
my mother’s room at the cost of 5(ty a month in addition to the 
regular phone. When they came to install the phone mv wife 
objected and wouldn’t allow them to put it in her room, but com¬ 
pelled them to put the phone in the hall. Finally her objection 
became so great that I had the phone removed at the end of the 
first month. 

Q. What, if any, objection did she make to your mother occupy¬ 
ing any of the rooms? A. She objected to her occupying the room 
which we had previously accorded her, because she thought that 
room could be more easily rented, and she compelled her to go into 
a smaller room so she could rent this room. 

Q. What, if any, duties did your mother perform in the house, at 
the time? A. My mother did all the chamber work and helped with 
the dishes, and in every way she could. 

Q. Who received the income from the house? A. T received part 
of it. . 

Q. Mrs. Payne didn’t get any of it, did she? A. None whatever. 

Q. Well, did Mrs. Pavne finally leave the house? A. She did. 
after Mabel had made this threat and jumped on her. T told my 
mother it would not be safe for her to stay there. 

Q. Did her actions and conduct indicate that the defend- 
2<> ant meant seriouslv to harm vour mother? A. It most cer- 
tainly did. 

Q. How long did you remain at the G Street house after your 
mother had left? A. Until the 1st of August. 

Q. Then what took place? A. We removed to a house at 1123 
Fifth Street, N. W. 

Q. At whose instance? A. At my wife’s. 

Q. How long did you remain there? A. We remained there a 
little over a week. 

Q. Was her conduct any better; if not why? A. No, sir; it be- 
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came worse there because that wa where we both entered into an 
agreement of separation. 

Q. 1 hand you a paper dated August the 8th. 1907, and ask you 
whether that is your signature, and the signature of Mrs. William¬ 
son. and Mr. Barnard? A. It is. 

Q. At whose instance was that paper prepared? A. It was pre¬ 
pared at mv instance. 

Q. Who‘wrote it? A. Mr. A. C. Wells. 

Mr. Emic.: I offer this paper in evidence, and ask that it be 
marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 1.” 

Note.— Examiner marks same. 


*27 


Q. How did you agree upon the price of maintenance per month, 
as indicated in that agreement? A. After I discovered that it would 
be impossible to live with her I suggested entering into this 
agreement; she said “Very well,” she would do it if I would 
support her. Then the question of the amount came up: 
I wanted to give her Fifteen or Twenty dollars a month and she 
declined to accept it. Finally after much haggling I agreed to give 
her $25. a month, to which she was perfectly willing. 

(^. What was your purpose in entering into that Agreement, 
Mr. Williamson; what hope, if any, had you in mind? A. My pur¬ 
pose was to teach her a lesson, and see if I couldn't by this means 
have her see where she made a mistake, and finally hoping we could 
again live together. 

Q. Where did she go after the separation? A. She went to 1005 
H Street, N. W. 

Q. Well, did she let you alone after the agreement was entered 
into? A. For a short time; about two weeks after that she met me 
at the City Post Office, and wanted to know why I hadn’t been 
around to see her. and asked me to call that evening ; which I did. 

Q. What was the character of the discussion that evening? A. 
That evening she begged me to take her back: said she would do 
better, and try to be a good girl in the future. 

Q. Did she acknowledge any wrongs on her part? A. She did. 
she said she thought she was wrong, and she wanted to do better. 

Q. Up to this time, had you given her any occasion whatsoever 
for the conduct she was according you? A. None whatever. 

Q. You were nothing else than what? A. A kind, lov- 
‘28 ing and affectionate husband. 

Q. Well, did you take her back? A. No, sir. 

Q. Why didn’t you? A. T was afraid to. The period of time 
was so short after entering into this agreement. And knowing her 


disposition as I did, T was afraid at this time. 

Q. Did she or not make any promises prior to the separation that 
she would be of a different and better disposition? A. Yes. sir: 
prior to her moving to the Fifth Street house, she did. 

Q. Were those promises kept or broken? A. They were broken. 

Q. After you declined to take her back, after you conferred with 
her at this (1 Street house. No. 1005. please state what Mrs. William¬ 
son then did? A. She became very angry because I wouldn’t take 
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her back and said she was goin ;* to leave Washington, which she 
did a very short time after that. 

Q. Where did she go to? A. She went to a place in Maryland 
which she had secured through an employment agency in this City. 

Q. What duties did she perform there, if you know? A. That 
T couldn’t say. 

Q. What statement, if anv, did she make to you in reference to 
her duties? A. She described the place as being a nice comfortable 
place, and said the duties were light and she was receiving 
29 $20. a month in compensation. 

Q. That was in addition to the money you paid her, was 
it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long did she remain in Maryland before you heard from 
her again? A. I should say two weeks. 

Q. Then what, if any, request did she make of you? A. She 
made no request at that time. 

Q. Did she make a request a little later? A. Yes; about the 1st 
of November, she requested that I send her a telegram calling her 
hack to Washington, so that she could leave this place in Maryland. 

Q. Did she state why she wanted you to call her hack? A. She 
did ; she said,- 

Mr. Emig: Wait a moment. I hand you a letter and ask you 
whether that is the letter you received from her? 

A. It is the letter. 

Mr. Emig: 1 offer this letter in evidence, postmarked November 
9th. 1907, together with a telegram dated November 10th, 1907, 
and ask that it he marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 2.” 

Note.— Examiner marks same. 

Q. Did you receive this telegram from the defendant on Novem¬ 
ber 10th? A. I did, and I sent her the telegram as she requested. 

Q. And then what happened? A. She came to Wash- 
M0 ington. 

Q. What, if any, request did she make in reference to her 
support? A. I met her at the station and walked along the street 
with her and she asked me what I was going to do, and I said “What 
do von want me to do?” She said, “I want you to take me back and 
live with me.” T then asked her if she was going to do better than 
she had been doing and she said she was going to he a good girl from 
that time on and she didn’t want to leave me any more. 

Q. What did you do? A. I told her all right T would give her 
another trial. 

Q. Then what did you do? A. I previously rented a room at 
449 G Street for her reception, and I took her to this room. 

Q.. How was she when she returned this time? A. After a few 
days she became just as had as she was before. 

Q. Describe her actions, conduct and condition? A. She com¬ 
plained because I had rented one room for her and wanted me to 
take the furniture which my mother then had in use and rent a flat 
for her and put my mother out, and she became very disagreeable 
and ugly in this manner. 
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Q. Did she at any time, attack you in the way of hitting you? A. 
On one occasion she did at the G Street house. When we were lying 
in bed she struck me across the mouth with her fist. 

31 Q. How long did you continue to live with her after she 
had returned from Maryland? A. About a month. 

Q. What did you do then, separate? A. I saw it was absolutely 
impossible to live with her. 

Q. IIow did you find her disposition at this period, as compared 
with the disposition she described herself as possessing in the letter? 
A. Absolutely opposite in every particular. 

Q. You mean to say that the representations made in her let¬ 
ters were such that they must have been wilful and deliberate false¬ 
hoods? A. According to her actions, yes. 

(). Did she on any occasion threaten to kill any one? A. She 
did. 

Q. Describe that please? A. On the occasion of her attack on my 
mother at the G Street house, she threatened to kill her there, and 
upon her return from Canada in May she threatened and said she 
would kill me and the whole bunch if she had an opportunity. 

Q. What was her language towards any one of you; did she ever 
use disrespectful language? A. She used very disrespectful language 
in speaking to my mother and to me. 

Q. When she went to Canada, Mr. Williamson; how long was 
>he to remain there? A. She had agreed to remain until August, 
190S. 

Q. Did vou hear from her after she reached Canada? A. 

32 I did. 

Q. Please examine the letter I now hand you, containing 
nine pages, and state in whose handwriting it is. 

Mr. Barnard: 1 object to the admission of that letter on the 
ground it is after the time of their having lived together; it has 
nothing to do with her character or disposition at that time. 

A. Yes; this is the letter I received from her? 

Q. Do you know whether this is the envelope in which the letter 
was mailed to you? A. It is not. 

Q. Do you remember the date of this letter? A. Not the exact 
date; it was the latter part of December, I believe. 

Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask that it be 
marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 3.“ 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Note.— Examiner marks said Exhibit. 

Q. Please examine the letter I now hand you and state in whose 
handwriting it is and when you received it? A. It is in my wife’s 
handwriting, and 1 received it in the first part of January. 

Mr. Emig : I offer that letter in evidence, and ask that it be 
marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 4.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection to this letter. 
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Q. Please examine the letter I now hand you and state 
33 in whose handwriting it is and when you received it? A. 

It is in my wife’s handwriting and I received it some time 
during January. 

Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask the Examiner 
to mark it “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 5.” 

Note.— Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. The letter I now hand you I ask you in whose handwriting it 
i«, and when you received it? A. It is my wife’s handwriting, and 
I received it sometime during January. 

Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask the Examiner 
to mark same “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 6.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. And when did she go to Canada? A. December 12th, 1907. 

Q. And returned on what date? A. The latter part of May; I 
don’t recall the exact date. 

Q. After Mrs. Williamson went to Canada did you receive a letter 
from her mother? A. I did. 

Q. Please examine this letter and state from whom you received 
it? A. That letter was received from Mrs. McKev, my wife’s 
mother. 


34 Mr. Emig: T offer this letter in evidence, and ask that the 
Examiner mark it “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 7.” 

Note.— Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 


Q. What reply, if any, did you make thereto? A. I wrote to her 
and explained as fully as I could, the trouble between Mabel and I 
as to her disposition, and her treatment of me, and I also enclosed 
to her a letter Mabel had written to me from there, in which she 
said that her father had asked her for some money and as she did 
not have any to give him, he knocked her down, and had otherwise 
mistreated her and she demanded that T send her money imme¬ 
diately, to come home on. 

Q. Where was Mrs. Williamson working when you married her. 
if you know? A. She was working in a hotel in Canada. 

Q. What, if any, statement did she make to you in reference to 
the reason why she had to leave her home? A. That she had al¬ 
ways had trouble with her people at home, and at this particular 
time she had run away from home with her sister. 

Q. At whose expense? A. At mine. 

Q. State what occurred? A. I had previously sent her money to 
come to Washington, before marriage, and she used part of this 
money to help her sister run away from home. 

Q. Please state in whose handwriting the letter is I now 
35 hand you, and when you received the same? A. It is in my 
wife’s handwriting, and I received it about the 1st of Jan¬ 
uary. 

3—2706a 
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Mr. Kmig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask that the Ex¬ 
aminer mark it “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 8.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. What effect, if any, has the conduct of the defendant had upon 
your life and health? A. It has been a very serious defect to mv 
general health. 

Q. In what way has it affected you? A. So much so that I can 
hardly earn* on mv daily vocation. 

Q. In whose handwriting are these two letters which I now hand 
you, and when did vou receive them? A. They are in mv wife’s 
handwriting, and I received them in the latter part of January, 
1908. 


Mr. Emig: 1 offer these letters in evidence, and ask the Examiner 
to mark them “Complainant s Exhibits Nos. 9 and 10.” respectively. 
Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. And in whose handwriting is the letter 1 now hand you. and 
when did vou receive it? A. It is in mv wife's handwriting and 1 
received it the latter part of December, 1907. 

Mr. Emu;: 1 offer this letter in evidence, and ask that it 
3r> be marked “Complainant's Exhibit No. 11.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

(J. And do you make the same statement as to the letter dated 
Februarv 23rd. 1908? A. Yes, sir; that is mv wife's handwriting, 
and 1 received it in February, 1908. 

Mr. Emig: 1 offer this letter in evidence, and ask that it be 
marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 12.’’ 

Note.— Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. You say Mrs. Williamson threatened to commit murder? A. 
She did. 

Q. Please examine the letter 1 now hand you, containing nine 
pages, and state in whose handwriting it is, and when you received 
it? A. It is in my wife’s handwriting, and I received — in Janu¬ 
ary, 1908. 

Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask that it he 
marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 13.” 

Note.— Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. Please state from whom you received the letter I now hand 

vou? A. It is a letter from I)ollv McKev mv wife’s sister. 

• » * 

37 Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask that it 

he marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 14.” 

Note.—E xaminer marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 
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Q. And the letter I now hand you, from whom is this letter? A. 
My wife’s sister Dolly McKey. 

Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask the Examiner 
to mark it “Complainant’s Exhibit No. 15.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. From whom did you receive the letter dated January 24th, 
and in whose handwriting is it? A. It is in my wife’s handwriting, 

T received it from her. 

Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask that it be 
marked “Complainant’s Exhibit No. lb.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. And the letter dated “Collingwood, February 11th,” from 
whom did you receive this letter? A. My wife’s mother. Mrs. J. 
McKey. 

Mr. Emig: I offer this letter in evidence, and ask that it be 
marked “Complainant's Exhibit No. 17.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

38 Mr. Barnard: Same objection. 

Q. You say that all of the letters prior to those offered to-dav 
have been stolen or destroyed? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. This letter dated February lltli, was received by you after 
your wife had gone to her home in Canada in December 1907? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. State when she returned to Washington? A. The latter part 
of May, 1908. 

Q. What was Mrs. Williamson’s conduct towards you after she re¬ 
turned to Washington in June, 1908, and where did she first see 
you? A. She saw me on the street near the Post Office, demanded 
that I take care of her or do something for her, and I refused. 

Q. State your reasons? A. She had broken all the promises she • 
had made as to remaining in Canada until August, and had written 
me those ugly letters from there, and I knew that it would be impos¬ 
sible to live with her. and T declined to have anything further to do 
with her. 

Q. What did she then do on or about June the 5th, 1908? A. She 
swore out a warrant for my arrest for non-support. This was served 
on me at 2 o’clock A. M. on a Sunday morning and I was taken 
from bed to the precinct where I remained until my counsel secured 
my release. 

Q. Did she ever state her purpose or object in sending you 

39 the special delivery letter requesting you to send her a tele¬ 
gram asking her to return to you? A. She did. 

Q. Please state it. A. Within a week after her return from Mary¬ 
land she stated that her purpose in coming back to me was to break 
the written agreement which we had entered into, so she could obtain 
a larger amount of money. 
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Q. What reply did you make to that? A. T replied that if we 
ever separated again, I wouldn’t consent to give her as much. 

Q. You were present when this complaint which had been lodged 
in the Juvenile Court, was tried, were you not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you hear Mrs. Williamson testify? A. I did. 

Q. Do you recall my asking her in whose handwriting these letters 
were which T have offered here in evidence? A. I do. 

Q. Do you remember her reply? A. She replied that some of 
them were hers. 

Q. Do you remember my asking her whether she had any support 
at the time she swore out the warrant? A. I do. 

Q. Do you remember her reply? A. She replied that she was 
working in a restaurant, and that she was getting $5 a week. 

Q. Besides receiving $20 in Maryland, can you recall any other 
instance when she received any other income after she had 

40 separated from you? A. T recall one while she was in Can¬ 
ada. She had received some monev from some man in Wash- 

ington to whom she had written. 

Q. I refer to the salary or income more particularly. Had she 
ever been working for anyone else besides the restaurant you referred 
to? A. Why yes. 

Q. State it. Where was she working? A. She had worked at 
Woodward and Lothrop’s for a short time, and for Kami’s for a 
while, in Washington. District of Columbia. 

Q. Mr. Williamson, where were you married to Mrs. Williamson? 
A. At Trinity Episcopal Church, Washington, D. C. 

Q. When? A. November the 9th, 1906. 

Q. By whom? A. By the Rev. Richard P. Williams. 

Q. Have you the marriage certificate? A. No. sir: T have not. 

Q. Who has it? A. My wife has it. 

Cross-exa m i n a ti on. 

Bv Mr. Barnard: 

% 

Q. Were you not acquainted with the fact, before you married 
your wife, that she would not be able to live with vour 

41 mother: that she was not living with her mother and hadn't 
been living with her for some time? A. She said she hadn't 

been living with her at home; but not as to the cause. 

Q. Did she not tell you that she and her mother were not able to 
get along together? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So you knew that before the marriage? A. 1 knew that, ves. 
Q. For instance, didn’t your wife want you to wait some time after 
she arrived in the City before marriage? A. No. sir; she did not. 

Q. Wasn’t it her suggestion that you wait for a week or so until 
you became better acquainted? A. No, sir; there was not a word 
said about waiting. 

Q. Did she not agree to your mother living with her so long as 
your mother was congenial to her and only as long as she was con¬ 
genial? A. No, sir: she did not. 

Q. After you discovered, as you say, that her disposition wasn't 
w T hat she represented it to be,—when was that, what time was it? A. 
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I should sav that was in February that T became conscious of that 

«/ • 

fact. 

Q. February of what year? A. 1907. 

Q. You lived with your wife after that time, did you not? A. 
Yes, sir. 

42 Q. You spoke of her threatening your mother; was that at 

the G Street house? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And did you not use violence in making your wife sit on the 
sofa. I believe you stated you sat her on the sofa? A. No. sir. I 
simply put my chair in front of her to prevent her from returning 
up stairs where she wanted to go to kill my mother. She repeatedly 
jumped up from the sofa and tried to get back up stairs, and I sim¬ 
ply pushed her back down on the sofa. 

Q. Did you not bruise her arm in so doing? A. T did not. T 
couldn’t have done so. 

Q. You stated she first showed symptoms of being ill about three 
weeks after you were married? A. About that time, yes, sir. 

Q. And as far as you could ascertain at the time you were married 
to her, she was physically in good health? A. So far as I know, yes, 
sir. 

Q. In reference to her return from Maryland; did you not engage 
a room for her upon her return to you, when she reached the City? 
A. I rented a room for both of us. 

Q. Then it was at your suggestion that you lived together at that 
time? A. No, sir; it was not. 

Q. And yet you engaged the room before she reached the City? 
A. 1 did, upon receiving a letter from her stating the cause 
42 of her wanting to leave there, and I made up my mind I 
would give her another chance, and rented this room accord- 

ingly. 

Q. What was her reason for leaving there, from what she told 
you? A. The man for whom she had been working had made im¬ 
proper advances to her. 

Q. Mr. Williamson, outside the payment in Juvenile Court, and 
in the Equity Court, you have given her nothing for her support 
since December, 1907? A. No, sir. 

Q. What is the comparative strength of your mother and vour 
wife? A. My wife is very much stronger than my mother. 

Q. And was it not at your mother’s suggestion that you moved 
from the Chapin Street house? A. No. sir; it was at my wife’s sug¬ 
gestion. 

Redirect examination. 

By Mr. Emig: 

Q. What was your mother’s disposition during the period that you 
and Mrs. Williamson lived with her at the various places, towards 
Mrs. Williamson? A. It couldn’t have been better if my wife had 
been her own daughter. 

Q. Did you at any time, in any way, give any offense or cause for 
Mrs. Williamson to "treat you an dconduct herself as she did towards 
you? A. None whatever. 
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44 Q. At whose instance di<l Mrs. Williamson go to Canada, 

and who furnished the money? A. I did. 

Recross-examination. 

By Mr. Barnard: 

Q. Did not Mrs. Williamson return some money when she came 
back from Maryland, that she had received? A. She returned to me 
the last monev order, that she hadn’t cashed; that I had sent to her 
only a few days previously, which was $25. 

CLYDE L. WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. Emu;: l announce the testimony closed in chief on the part 
of the complainant. 

; > 

Examiner in Chancery. 
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Exhibit 


Filed October 28, 1908. 

My Dear Clyde: Mr. Nutt is home and I do not wish to stop 
here any longer. Send me a telegram as soon as you receive this to 
come to you at once. I dare not tell Mrs. Nutt what lias happened 
as she will not believe anything against him, and he has threatened 
to choke me if I tell her but she has noticed that J am not well and 
l told her that my side was bothering me and I was going to write 
vou about it. 

MABEL. 


Love from 


( Envelope .) 


| Special 
Stamp. 

\ 1907. j 


if not there 

trv 417 G St. N. W. 
% 

24860 
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Fee claimed at 
Washington, D. C., 
Nov. 

9 , 

1907. 


(On back of envelope:) 

f Special Delivery, 
Nov. 

9, 

P. M., 

Washington, D. C\, P. 0. 


I Two one-cent I 
| stamps. j 


Mr. C. L. Williamson, 
cio Potomac E. Power Co., 14 & B Ets., 

Washington , D. C. 


1 


Washington, D. C., 
Nov. 9, 

8 P. M., 

1907, 

L Rec’d. 






CLYDE L. WILLIAMSON VS. MABEL WILLIAMSON. 


23 


46 Complainant's Exhibit Payne. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

Colling wood, March 1. 

Dear Mrs. Payne: Since coining home T have had time to think 
over my conduct the past year and am very sorry and very much 
ashamed of the way I acted. At last I have began to realize that it 

was acting mean and unprincipled, while I thought 
you were not using me right and complained to Clyde about every¬ 
thing. 

I was not altogether to blame as a certain person talked against 
you from the first and made me believe that you would come between 
Clyde and 1 if you possibly could and kept telling me how much 
better Clyde and I would get along by ourselves. 

I thought that this person was a friend and knew what they were 
talking about, but I have discovered since that she talked about me 
more than anyone else, and that her advice only made trouble. I 
now see how foolish 1 was to believe what she told me, and more 
foolish to try and act on her advice. 

One or two little remarks of yours were carried back to me, which 
did not amount to anything but being alone so much, and being 
rather sensitive I kept thinking over them and imagining lots of 
harmless remarks were meant for me until every thing seemed much 
larger and that you were trying to work against me with 

47 every one. I now know that you were the best friend I had, 
and the others only meant trouble. 

I have been thinking over the past year for a week or so and have 
seen at last how ugly and contemptc/ble 1 acted towards you and 
Clvde, and decided to write and tell you how very very sorrv I am 
for the way I used you. I can not understand why I acted so, 
unless that I made myself believe that every one was against me. T 
am verv sorry and very much ashamed of what I have done I am 
glad Clyde was good to you and took your part no matter what I 
said or did and T am proud of him for doing so I can not under¬ 
stand. after you both being so good to me, and me knowing Clyde’s 
wishes concerning you, why I ever acted the way I did, but I am 
very sorry for it and want to do what T can to make up for the 
trouble I have caused. I have been miserable and unhappy the past 
year, and no doubt have spoiled a lot of pleasure for you and Clyde. 

T decided to write and ask you to forgive me if you can, and I 
sincenly apologize and beg your pardon for every mean insulting 
word or action of mine which 1 ever said or done to or about you. 

Forgive me if you can for at the time I thought I was the one 
who was being snubed and ill treated. 

I hope you will write to me soon. 

Yours sincerely, MABEL WILLIAMSON. 

Mrs. C. L. Williamson, Collingwood, Out., Canada. Box 349. 
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48 Complainant's Exhibit No. 3. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

Dear Clyde: It is some time since I wrote that other but have 
not had a chance to post it. Clyde believe me I am sorry and 
ashamed of the way I used vou and wrote to you and do not blame 
you for writing to me the way you did but Clyde I am not wholly 
bad and won't you forgive me just this time for the last and help 
me to be better. I am very much ashamed of the last letter I wrote 
vou. I am ashamed of every letter almost that I have wrote vou 
since I came here but Clyde give me one more chance to prove my 
self and if I fail I will not bother you again. What I told you of 
my disposition before we met Clyde was the kind of a woman I 
wanted to be and really meant to be, but failed I did not realize at 
first that it was my own fault but I now see myself as vou and others 
must have seen me. In place of trusting you and your mother as I 
should have done. I believed what others told me. The first time 
we were to Mattie’s, vou and Omer went out in the vard and Mattie 
at once began to tell me about your mother how selfish and ex¬ 
travagant she was and how quarrelsome she was. I almost forget 
what all now but she was the first to say anything to cause dis¬ 
content. You were so good to me in the hospital and when I wrote 
your mother to come hack I intended to be good to her, and if I 
had not went to Mattie’s from the hospital I would have used your 
mother different, but I now realize that Mattie always put 

49 me up against your mother. And Lucy helped it along by 
telling me how vour mother told every one about how we 

got acquainted and about me working in a hotel. Clyde please for¬ 
give what I said wrote and give me one chance more and I will 
never again pay any attention to gossip. 

L)o not think that I am deceiving you or playing sucker, remem¬ 
ber l am your wife and am begging for forgiveness Clyde because 
I see that I am in the wrong and am trying to make amends for 
the wrong I have done you, and your mother. I want to be good 
Clyde so that you can love me and be proud of me and show people 
that you did not make a mistake in marrying me. Clyde I know 
that you are just as sensitive as I am therefore it will be harder for 
you to forgive me, because I must have hurt you more than I will 
ever realize but believe me Clyde I am sorry for everything I have 
done said or wrote and want to show you that I ain Please forgive 
me, hubby and let us begin all over again some day. 

I do not blame your mother for not being pleased with you 
marrying me and realize how wrong I used her. also that it was not 
fair to you after promising to give your mother a home with us, but 
if some of her friends had minded their own business and not car¬ 
ried every little remark she made back to me at 1804 G St. we would 
have got along better I now see how foolish I was to pay any atten¬ 
tion as perhaps no harm was meant, at least I do not think your 
mother meant any and it is only natural that my ways would not 
please her always, but I was worried about being in debt and did 
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to- much work in fact was on a nervous strain most of the 

50 time seeing things go behind and had no one to go out with 
or talk to all I just worried all the time and see now that I 

made mountains out of peas, where if I had told you about it or 
paid no attention to Lucy’s gossip I would have got along much 
better. 

Hubby I know you are disappointed in me and must despise me 
but Clyde now that I see how wrong I was won’t you please forgive 
me and help me to conquer the evil part of my disposition as I really 
did not realize before that I was mean and acted unprincip«//ed my¬ 
self when I kept finding fault with you and was so jealous of your 
mother and called you both mean names. 

Clyde I don’t know whether my mother wrote to you or not but 
I think she did. I know she is breaking hear heart over me but we 
are both alike, we will not give in to each other. When I was a 
tiny child she laughed and made a joke about any childish con¬ 
fidence or any little trouble I ever confided to her more than once 
did I burst out crying about things she would tell to get a laugh on 
me, and then she would laugh more and call me softly or some¬ 
thing similar, as I grew older I began to controls my feelings 
but keep everything to my self. I would rather die today than 
write or ask my mother to forgive me or write a confession to her as 
I have to you today because she would write to Maud Alice and 
if any one came in, make a joke of it. Still she cannot see why I 
act so strange indifferent and cold at home. 

Clyde my life almost is in your hands if you will forgive 

51 and trv and love me, at least not act cold with me or let me 
feel neglected you can make a good woman out of me on 

the other hand T can be made a. nasty despisable woman if 1 once 
go to work and feel that no one cares what becomes of me. 

I cannot get work Clyde that I feel like doing. I had written to 
a hotel in Windsor for dining room work and they wrote to come 
as soon as possible, but I could not trust myself to go when I was in 
such a temper as I was when I wrote you last, and am glad now that 
1 did not go but on your answer to this letter will depend much of 
my life from now on. Please forgive me Clyde and help me to be 
better. 

From your bad little wife, MABEL. 

Won’t you please send me a valentine or past card Clyde as soon 
as vou receive this because mv heart is breaking for one kind word 
from you. 

I don’t know when I will get this posted it is nearly a week old 
now and no one out yet on account of the snow. 

Clyde please forgive me and write soon as on your answer to this 
letter the rest of my life depends. I don’t want to be bad but I 
get so discouraged sometimes I don’t care what becomes of me. 
Clvde T have spoiled all my life by being selfish please help me to 
make the rest of it better. 


4—2706a 
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52 Complainant s Exhibit No. 4. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

My Dear Husband: I now realize how contemptable I have used 
you and 1 am very very sorry for what I have done Clyde I am 
ashamed of mvsclf as I now see mvsclf as vou must have seen me. 

t 1 i 

I did not use you right or your mother, and did not always tell you 
the truth. 

I am ashamed of the way I spoke about your mother and her 
friends, but Mattie and Lucy are to blame for that, and Mattie is 
the one who was the cause of most all the trouble. The first time 
we went to Mattie's, she told me every thing she could about your 
mother being over bearing extravagant and quarrelsome and selfish 
and she thought you had done enough for your mother and now 
that you were married it was time for your mother to do something 
for herself, and wanted me to go right back and take possession of 
the kitchen and let her see that we could get along with out her 
and for me to do the marketing and buying as your mother had no 
judgement, and not to pay any attention to her complaining of 
being sick. You know that at first I liked your mother and asked 
vou to try and get her new clothes and furs. I also asked you to 
try and let her go out when her mother sent for her, when you 
thought you could not let her go. Mattie came in a day or so after 
she went and I was in bed and she said things about your mother 
again and it was just what 1 could expect of your mother to 

53 always have plans for herself any time we needed her, but 
was so glad that l would be able to take charge of the house 

and not to let vour mother get the upper hand when she came back. 
When T wrote your mother to come back (from the hospital) 1 
intended to use her right. When 1 went to Mattie’s she was so sorry 
that your mother was going to be in the Chapin St. house first, 
and gave me all kinds of advice about asserting my a-tboritv from 
the first and keeping your mother in her place, and really made 6e 
believe that your mother was something dreadful to get along with. 
After we moved Lucy carried back every little remark your mother 
passed about me, and always said that you had no right to expect me 
to live with your mother. Between what they both told me I began 
to think the same, but Clyde I now see that they both were no 
friends of mine or yours either. Of course Lucy always tried to 
make me think that you were in love with her and wanted to marry 

her 

If thev had left me alone 1 would never have acted saucy with 
vour mother and would never have done what T did at 1804 G St. 
if Lucy had not continually pitied me and told me I was a fool to 
work for your mother and let her walk out and in and have a good 
time. 1 see now that she was just making trouble for me, as she 
always kept me half mad at your mother 

After vour mother left 1 could not bear to think you though- 
so much of her. and preferred spending evenings with her and 
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leaving me alone. But now I see that you — perfectly right and 
admire you for doing it and only wonder that you used me as well 
as you did 

54 Clyde it was my self who acted cowardly and unprinci¬ 
pled when I kept saying it was you. I have had time to 

think over what T did and see how contemptible 1 must have been 
to you and vour mother. I am sorry Clyde and very sorry, and 
would give any thing to be able to live over the past year. I have 
been very selfish and always thought of the way you were using me, 
but never of the wav I was using vou but Clvde I am verv, very 
sorry for the trouble 1 have caused you and your mother. 

I am ashamed of the letters T wrote you since coming here as it 
is my own fault they did not use me right. I was independant 
and over bearing, and tried to order the children about and found 
fault with everything. Of course my father had no right to hit 
me but 1 was so saucv with him about the money that it is a wonder 
he did not kill me. Since 1 began to think over the past it is no 
wonder he hit me after the trouble T made when home before and 
taking Doll awav from home it is a wonder thev ever asked me to 
come again, and then to act the wav T did when I first came home, 
hut Clyde I am trying to do better. T am sorry for the telling you 
what they said about you as 1 now >ee they only said things when I 
said cutting things to them. But no matter how mean I used you 
Clyde. [ love you. and can not stand to hear anything against you. 

Clyde 1 know you can not believe that T love you but T do, but 
it was not the right way to love you I was jealous of you, even of 
your mother, and every evening you were out I imagined that per¬ 
haps you were out with some other woman or talking to Lucy 

55 as she always tried to make me think you were so fond of her. 
Clyde I have no excuse except that t was alone and had no 

one to talk to hut just sit in that one room and think. Of course T 
never thought of how mean I had been to you. 

Clyde won’t you forgive me as I now see that I was wrong from 
the beginning and am willing to acknowledge it. T am sorry for 
what 1 have done and want to do what I can to make amends for it. 
If you will only forgive me Clyde T will be different and look at 
things in a different way. I am sorry for the way T used and spoke 
to your mother if you will forgive me Clyde, and send me her ad¬ 
dress T will write to her and tell her so because T am really sorry for 
what I have done. Please TTubbv give me one more chance and 
this time I will be good I know you are disappointed with me Clyde 
and I am disgusted with myself, hut Clyde forgive me and some day 
let us start all over again. 

Love from MABEL. 

I am going to work as soon as I can get my trunk down the moun¬ 
tain. There is so much snow now that a sleigh can not go down the 
mountain. 

I borrowed money from Flora and want to pay it back as soon 
as possible as I am ashamed of doing so. 
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56 Complainant's Exhibit No. 12. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

Feb. 23rd, 1908. 

Dear Clyde: This is Sunday evening and I am all alone. The 
rest are over at a neighbors but I did not feel like going I am so lone¬ 
some I could not go where every one would be laughing and having 
a good time. If the ten cents extra postage in common stamps, (as 
the clerk told me.) is the same as a special delivery stamp you should 
receive my letter tonight and as so much depends on your answer I 
decided to stay home and pray for mercy. Clyde I know it will be 
hard for you to forgive me after the way I have used you hut Clyde 
now that I see where I was wrong and realize what a mistake 1 made 
and am sorry for it won’t you try and forgive me and let us start all 
over again Clvde I feel so miserable and mean when T think how 
good and kind you alwavs were to me and how selfish and over hear- 
ing I always was with you. Clyde T know it will he almost impossi¬ 
ble for vou to believe that T love vou but Clvde I do and alwavs did, 
only it was a jealous selfish love. I did not seem to think that any 
one had any right to speak to you, or that you should like any body 
or do any thing for any body but my self. I see now that I was 
wrong in a great many ways and am sorry for all the trouble and 
worry I have caused you. Clyde I am trying to be good and do 
what is right and not have such a nasty feeling for every one 

57 which I had in Washington but Clyde T was not altogether to 
blame for that of course Mattie first made me discontented 

with vour mother. And vour mother told everv bodv how we got 

• •. *' u * * 

acquainted and T always felt that no one she knew had any respect 
for me. You know your self we both thought that they did not use 
me right at New York Avenue. And by the time we went house¬ 
keeping again Mattie had me put right up to not live with your 
mother as she would always keep you in debt and make trouble be¬ 
tween us. Mattie even said she would refuse to let her come into 
the house or to go into the house with her on Chapin St. if your 
mother had left her the way she left me in bed and Mattie talked 
about vou being in debt and vour mother the cause and she could 
not say enough about our rug and furniture being cheap and com¬ 
mon looking, and in fact Clyde you have vour cousin Mattie to 
thank for all your trouble as I was perfectly contended until she 
began to pity me and pretend to be a friend of mine She also talked 
about none of your friends coming to see me in the hospital and 
made out it was on account of your mother telling every one how we 
got acquainted. You know Clyde I did take it a* a slight that no 
one came to see me in the hospital. When I wrote and asked your 
mother to come back T told her there was no hard feelings on 
my part and I was willing to forget what ever slights I had felt. 
When I went to Matties from the hospital she raked up every old 
offence and T was ready to quarrel with your mother or take offence 
at any thing she said or did. Of course Mattie always ended up by 
saying she was sorry for Cousin Molly but because she had spoiled 
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her own life and Brother Emmetts, Mattie did not want her to spoil 
ours. 

58 Clyde I can now see that Mattie is the one who did it all, 
and that I was a fool to pay any attention to her, or at least 

not to tell you what Mattie was saying. But I believed what she told 
me and kept thinking over it. and found fault with every thing I 
could and was as nasty as possible to your mother, who would have 
been my best friend if Mattie had minded her own business. Lucy 
told me little remarks vour mother made about me, as it was natural 
she should considering how T was acting. I think Lucy did it to 
try and let me see how mv actions looked to vour mother or to show 
me how she felt, but Mattie had put such evil thoughts into my head 
that T took every thing as an insult or slur to myself and used your 
mother worse. Clyde you must have noticed how changed I was 
about everything after we went to Chapin St. and it was all on ac¬ 
count of Mattie. T was sensitive and lots of little remarks of your 
mothers and Mrs Robv’s hurt me whether meant or not hut I al- 
ways thought that I would not pay any attention to it, or as little 
as possible, but the way Mattie talked made me believe every thing 
was meant. T often hated myself for the way I was acting but was 
to proud to give in after I had taken things in my own hands. 
You always took your mothers part and I was jealous and thought 
she was trying to part us, but I now see that I was doing the under¬ 
hand work finding fault and talking against your mother. Clyde I 
am proud of vou the wav you have stood by vour mother and want 
to write and tell her so and ask her to forgive what T have done, if 
you will only do the same. 

I know that I have hurt you in a great many ways Clyde 

59 hut it was caused more by jealousy than any thing else. I 
have said things about your relations which 1 had no right 

to say or even think but I was told so much about how common your 
mother and her relations were that I believed it or at least spoke 
without thinking, and I think that the person who told me such 
things was very common herself. Your mother will tell you that 
Mattie told her she had no right to live with us, and wanted your 
mother to leave us alone at first or something I just forget how 
Mattie spoke to your mother about it. 1 don’t care whether you 
speak to Mattie about it or not. I don’t want to get you into any 
more trouble or cause any more quarrels, but T think you know 
Mattie well enough to know what a mischief maker she is, at least 
you and your mother often warned me against her. The reason T 
did not like Mattie after your mother left us was the way she asked 
your mother out to her place and T suppose made a fuss over her 
and then Lucy told me about Mattie telling the Williams all she 
knew about us. I began to see that she was not a friend and nearly 
told you every thing then but would not give in that I was wrong. 

Clyde you will never know how sorry I am for listening to her. 
The last month I lived with you T would have told you at least I 
intended to when I left Frederick but when you left me in the even¬ 
ings T again began to think that you thought more of your mother 
than of me and thought you were neglecting me and kept thinking 
that you were not using me right I kept thinking of my own self 
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and what you should do for me, I did not stop to think how much 
you had done for me and how I had acted and used you. 

60 Clyde I am very much ashamed of the what I have done, 
and feel that 1 have a lot of nerve to ask you to forgive me 

but I have hid my real feelings so long and let my self almost act 
a part and try to drive you to me as mean and ugly as my self that 
I can stand it no longer. Clyde I have been miserable and un¬ 
happy the past year and know I have made you be the same. I 
want to be good and be mv own self again and let your friends see 
that you did not make a mistake in marrying me, and let them see 
that I am not as mean and unprincipled as you and every one else 
must think 1 know that you are disappointed and discouraged 
with me Clyde for I am disgusted with the way I have acted. 

Wont you please forgive me Clyde now that T see. at least own up 
to what I have done. I have spoiled over a year of our lives but am 
sorry for it and promise to be a good affectionate, truthful and lion¬ 
et wife. If you will only try and forgive me. 

I do not want to go back to Washington until fall so do not think 
I am only deceiving you to get you to send for me. I am trying to 
do right at home and find it is all my own fault that I have not got 
along before. 1 was jealous of my other sisters as mother always 
sent them nicer birthday and Xmas presents than she sent me, but 
T now see that I did not deserve anything at all. considering how 
I always acted at home, and spoke to and about them. I got more 
schooling than the rest of (he elder ones and always acted proud and 
stuck up about it. and made little of the way they wrote and spell- 
and every thing else, in place of being kind and helping them 

61 Clyde I see now why it always seemed to me that people 

did not use me right, it was because I did not use others right. 

Clyde if you will only forgive me and write to n*ie T will try and be 
the good little girl you always tried to get me to be. 

Please write soon Clyde as I will be very restless until I hear from 
you. You can not know how miserable and lonly I have been the 
Fast month. 

Clyde I want to be just with every one and perhaps Mattie did not 
mean as much harm as came out of her gossip and advice, and T am 
more to blame considering that I took everything she told me for 
truth and acted on her advice without telling you, and knowing it 
was against your wishes. I now see how kind and good you are and 
if vou will only forgive me I will never again do anything against 
your wishes willfully. 

Love from 

MABEL. 

(Envelope.) 

(Six two-eent Canadian postage stamps.) 

Special Delivery. 

Mr. Clyde L. Williamson, 

417 G St. N. W., 
Washington, 
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62 Complainant’s Exhibit, No. 13. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

Dear Clyde: 

Your letter came some time ago. It took me some time to realize 
that is was you who wrote it, but 1 have got hard ned to it now and 
don’t care, go ahead get your separation, I want none of your money 
after a letter like that. Say what you like about me and call me 
what ever you want to, but remember it was You who made me so. 
Remember I lived twenty-one years before I married you and I defie 
you to get one person who ever knew or associated with me in that 
time to say one word against me or that I lied to them, unless it was 
concerning how I got acquainted with you. 1 am ashamed of noth¬ 
ing else. I never got along with my own family. Why? because I 
did not bring or send them enough money. I wish now I had went 
when I was free where l couUl make money enough to gratify them. 
1 was almost insane with their demands for money when I was fool 
enough to put that ad. in that paper. You seemed to be so good and 
upright by your letters that I could not help but admire you. You 
pretended to care for me, but it was only pretence. I did not know 
l was going to be sick or I would never have got married. Your 
mother told me the day I married you that I would never live a year 
with you. When she thought I was dying she & Mrs. Robey tried 
to come between us and she came back determined to separate us she 
has done it and I hope you will enjoy it. She was always talking to 
everyone about me, continually reminded me that I had 

63 worked in a hotel, and was not any way nice in telling me. 

How many times did I sit on your knee and cry about it. 
all I said when you asked me what was wrong, was ‘‘everything.” If 
1 had realized then what an old devil she was I would have said more. 
I thought when you sent me home it was because you did not like 
leaving me alone. 1 now realize that you have some of the Tndianria 
sneak in you to. 

You promised me every protection if I would go down there and 
marry you. Did I get it. In vour heart you know it is vou who is 
wrong but simply because 1 had no one there to take my part and 
she has a few friends. You were and are to much of a coward to 
protect your wife. Answer this. Did any man on earth ever de¬ 
ceive a girl and neglect her more than you have me. Your own 
friends and hers do not think any more of you for it although they 
do not let you see it more than one was surprised at it and certain 
relatives of yours said to me that they always thought you were more 
of a man and were very much surprised at your conduct. Since re¬ 
ceiving your letter T received one from a very intimate gentleman 
friend of yours, expressing his sympathy for me. Said he could not 
understand you or your actions and offered to assist me financially 
or otherwise. But for fear it was a put job I sent back a saucy letter, 
but I realize now that perhaps 1 have made a mistake. 

I was honest and respectable when I married you. To day I am 
a thief—pick pocket rather, and it was you who drove me to it. But 
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I have paid board for every day I have been here and have enough 
money to take me where I can make more in the same way if 

64 need be, but never again will I do one tap of work, after the 
way I slaved for to help you and the reward I have got. None 

of your relatives ever tried to help you out of debt, while I worked 

like a nigger when I should have been an invalid. I realize now 

that if I had sat down and let you get along what ever way you could 

I would have been thought more of/. I am a thief now and in less 

than a week I will be worse. If vou had shown me a little kindness 

* 

or sympathy in place of neglecting me, and acting cold and indiffer¬ 
ent like vou did I would have been a different woman, as it is vou 
have killed all the good that was in me, and from now on I will be a 
perfect demon, nothing will stop me not even murder if I am paid 
for it, but on you and yours fall the curse of what ever I do because 
you drove me to it. 

When I read over the letters you wrote me before we were married 
I can not believe that it is vou who wrote the last one but it onlv 

%j 

goes to show how deceitful you are. You only wanted me for your 
own selfish desires and now that you are gratified you have no more 
use for me. If you had the least particle of principn/ you would 
have never done what vou have, but now it is done, vou have drove 
me to the devil and 1 hope you enjoy it. I am leaving here on Sat¬ 
urday they think I want to get in there on Sunday so you won’t 
have time to meet me 1 will put a notice in the P. O. to return all 
niv mail to vour address, and then neither vou or these will ever 
hear of me again, as I have all arrangements made and will go by a 

different name. I worked and slaved for vears in miserv and lonli- 

*. « 

new but still kept decent dreaming and planing of a home 

65 and loving husband to care for me some day but you have 
spoiled all that and now I have nothing to keep me so I don’t 

care what becomes of me so long its I have lots of money and of 
course it is easilv got. 

MABEL. 


P. S.—In regard to the receipt I gave you Clyde I did it as much 
for you as for myself as I thought we would separate until you finished 
your drawing and I intended to work and save to help us make a 
home and then you would not feel that you were bound to send me 
$25 a month, but you have been so poisoned against me of course you 
will say it is a lie. You have always misjudged me, but I don't care 
now as it is all over between us. 


(Envelope.) 


[Canadian two-cent 
postage stamp.] 


Mr. C. L. Williamson 
c/o Potomac Electric Pr. Co. 

14 & B Sts. N. W., 
Washington, D. C. 
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In pencil: 


{On back of envelope .) 


Received your letter but have not 
time to read it before posting this 
will ans. before Saturday if nec¬ 
essary 


Washington, D. C. 
Jan.23 
5-AM 
1908 


66 Complainant’s Exhibit No. 14. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

Collingwood, Jan. 28, 1908. 

My Dear Brother: I thought 1 would rite to you as I am not do¬ 
ing anything to night, well Clyde, what happend between you & 
mable. I would like to no Mable won’t say much But I no their is 
some thing rong some where, well Clyde I would like to see you very 
much I may some day when I get older don’t think that I will ever 
call you anthing else But my brother unless you wish it & I hope you 
will ancer this letter But don’t tell Mable. you got this letter for she 
did not want me to rite I am very sorrie for you Clyde so don’t mind 
telling me. well mable is out home on the farm But I am in town 
just now staying in the house all the time pretty near all the time 
well good by. ancer soon with Love 

from you loving little sister DOLLY. 

Dolly McKey 
Collingwood 
349 

Box 349 Ont. 


67 Complainant’s Exhibit No. 16. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 


Jan. 24. 

Dear Clyde: I have decided to write you once more although I 
do not think vou deserve it. 

You say I stole those letters from you when you know you asked 
Martha to destroy them when I was not around. I came in from 
market one morning just before we left there. Martha was sitting in 
the kitchen reading them and was so interested T suppose she did not 
hear me coming m> she was conf usied when she seen me looking at her. 
She said you had told her to destroy them when I was not around, 
and wanted to put them out in the barrel but I made her put them in 
the stove and stood there until they were burnt. Clyde if you did not 
give them to her where did she get them, and why did you not ask 
for them when you missed them. It hurt me to think that you gave 
them to her in place of destroying them yourself if you did not want 
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them. But you acted so queer with me on 5th S’t. that I thought you 
had give them to her. 

Why were vou always ready to believe circumstantial evidence 
against me. You say you have lost all respect for me, to tell the truth 
you never showed very much. 

You never made me acquainted with anyone but Mr. Wells. If 
you had wanted to make me like Washington you would have asked 
your friends in, in the evening and not let me sit alone so much. 
Your mother would go to see people she & you knew and come in 
and talk to vou about what nice houses etc. that they had. 
68 Do you ever realize how many dinners at Chapin St. we ate, 
that you nor your mother never spoke to me but talked about 
people or something that I did not know. Perhaps you never noticed 
it, but it hurt me more than you will ever know. I was alone up 
there all day and in the evening you would go into her man and 
sometimes shut the door between, until sometimes I was in bed, be¬ 
fore vou came in. I told vou before I was married that I was sensi- 
live about little things you said you understood my disposition if 
you did you never showed it. What did you use me like at 1804 G. 
You will never know how dizzv sick I was some days down 
there l worked like a nigger, and was not treated like anything 
else. I even did the washing to help you save your mother said often, 
that she could not let people see her hang out clothes like I did but 
I thought I was helping you and kept on and then what did you do 
had n extra phone put in so she wouldn’t have to come down stairs. 
What you paid for the phone would have sent one washing to the 
laundry but vou never considered me at all. You even asked me for 
a receipt for the 8 dollars you gave me to get a pair of shoes, which 
made me realize more than ever, that I was nothing more than a ser¬ 
vant to you. is it any wonder I got discouraged and let things go. 

1 went to work at Kanns so you would not have to pay for my 
meals, not because I was lonesome. I considered you in everything 
but you did not realize it. If you had, had any respect for me you 
could have got your dinner before I came out at six and walked over 
with me, as the other married womens husbands did even on 
6b Saturday night when I worked until t) o’clock vou let me come 
home alone and I was the only one in the crowd who had to 
go home alone. It hurt me Clyde, and when the other girls began 
to remark it. It made me feel worse. You left me alone every Sunday 
all day, when you knew I had no place to go nor no one to talk to. 
.lust Mt there and think how you neglected me and it is no wonder 
that I was cross with vou. Clyde vou are selfish that is where all the 

ft/ ». • 

trouble came in. 

Another thing I can explain i- a comj>osition which your mother 
.stole out of my dresser drawer, about my mother in Law. When she 
first showed it to you why did you not nsl;e me about it. In place of 
letting her throw it up to me four months after. I was going to tell 
you about it then, but when I said it was not a letter you acted so 
ugly, said it was a lie and that you had it and that she had a right to 
go through the dresser drawers. It hurt me Clyde so much that I 
began to cry but was to indq)end«nt to explain after the way you 
spoke. 
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If you remember last February there was a prize of $5 I think 
offered in the New York Journal for the best essay on, The biggest 
nuisance of married life. A great many of them which were printed 
were about mother-in laws I decided to try for the money because we 
needed it. I did not think it was necessary to write the truth l>ecause 
at that time I had no reason to write anything against your mother. 
The one your mother took was the first 1 wrote I read it over then 
decided to write another and change it in some ways which I did and 
sent it in. It was printed and I asked you one night what you 
thought of those letters. You said you never read them so I 

70 said no more. I did not get the prize so forgot all about it, 
until she threw it up. If you still have it, you will see it is not. 

a letter as it is not started to any one as a letter would be nor is it 
ended up like a letter. If you had asked me about it at first it would 
have been all right as I kept the paper it was printed in I guess we 
left it up stairs on Chapin St. 

Whv did you not ask me about it at first Why did you not ask 
about the letters if you did not give them to Martha to destroy, and 
missed them. No doubt there is a great many things which you hold 
against me which I could explain, and would have done so only you 
seemed willing to believe anything against me, and from now on you 
can. You do not believe what 1 wrote about what my father said and 
did. Well my face still has the mark of three knuckles. I only 
hope you will find out some day what a brute he is. Just last night, 
we all were up stairs but him and George a child not much bigger 
than little Omar went down and asked him to get him a drink. He 
just had to open the door and reach it in from a pail on a table in the 
woodshed George asked him two or three times but he did not move. 
Mother called down can’t you get that child a drink. He began to 
curse and opened the door and threw the whole pail of water over the 
child and cursed him for everything. Of* course I do not ask you to 
believe what I am writing. I do not deny that I often acted and done 
things with out thinking of the consequences but you will realize 
some day when it is to late, that you were to willing to take a wrong 
view of everything I said or did. 

71 If you ever hear my father when he is in a temper at any 
body you will then realize what I wrote was true. He has no 

use for anvbodv who does not hand him out money all the time. 
That is the reason he never had any use for me. I could not work 
for $2.50 or $3.00 a week and send him five or six dollars every time 
he wrote for it. He calls me now nothing but “ That Yankee 
Sponge ” but I have only two days more to put up with it. I would 
not care if they would only leave you alone, but they do not believe 
that I am married. Nell looks out of the window and says here 
comes the imaginary Mr. Williamson and the rest giggle and laugh. 
They call me the deserted bride and old grass widow and everything 
else." Well about the money I took, I have put it back. I had wrote 
to a certain party in Washington and asked them to lend me some 
money. I did not think they were going to answer so got desperate 
and took it out of the hired man’s pocket in his good suit. The day 
I got your letter I got the other with money in it, so I came home 
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and put what I took back. I still have enough to take me away but 
it was my first downward step, and so much of my self respect is 
gone. I am still a thief in my own eyes although no one knows it 
but vou and I. 

I think this is the last letter 1 will ever write you because I be¬ 
lieved in you and trusted you so long as I had reason, when a mail 
uses a woman as you have used me, it is impossible to trust them any 
longer. You are worse than Chari Payne, when he left her he knew 
she could depend on you but you sent me on a visit and refused me 
even enough to take me where I could get work when I think 
72 of vou and Pavne is it anv wonder that I despise southern 
people. Call me what you like but you will some day realize 
that vou were the one to blame for all our trouble and also for what 
I am and wnere I am going. 

MABEL. 

{Envelope.) 

Canadian two-cent 
postage stamp. 

Collingwood. 

Jan. 25, 

’08. 

Ont. 

Mr. Clyde Williamson, 

c/o Potomac Electric Power Co.. 

14 & B Sts. N. W., 

Washington, D. C. 

(On back of envelope:) 

Washington, D. C., 

Jan. 27, 

11 P. M. 

1908. 


73 Complainant's Exhibit No. 17. 

Filed October 28, 1908. 

Collingwood, Feb. 11. 

Mr. Williamson : You will be surprised to get this letter from 
me But I thought I should rite to you All of Mabels sisters wanted 
to wright to you at Xmas but she would no here of it I wanted to 
rite & ask you to let her stay here for some months but she lost her 
temper over it. Well I thought there was some thing rong l made 
up mv mind to ask vou & not let her know we always have trved to 
do what we could for Mabel but she was so queer from her Childhood 
even her Marriage she kept back from us and has yet she is a mistry 
we never dare ask her a question But what I want to sav is I think 
she has rongly represented her family to you we have always trve 
to be kind to her but she has abused it certainly we have all to work 
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for our Bread I was always used to work for my family I have 10 
children & a husband & a home to look after keeps me buissy we 
done more for Mable then the rest we kept her in school longer then 
env of the others our other Children are so difrent they are respected 
where ever they go we are not rich in this worlds goods but have the 
Blessing of god Sc his happyness sickness took all we had once we 
had years of sickness but that has past Sc we are happy in our littel 
home Sc always Pleased to have the girls come home when they can 
I think Mabel is quite well now she thinks nothing of a 10 
74 mile walk we are 5 miles from town but looks much nerer as 
we are on the mountin above the town Sc lake it is plesent her 
in the Summer I should of liked Mabel to staved till summer but 
she is restless she has nothing to do here I hope you will excuse this 
letter [ write me you letter shall be strictly confident with me as I 
hope mine will be with you 

love from all Mrs J McKEY. 


Mabel told me when she came home she had been such an expence 
to you that you had got in debt <fc she had came home till you got 
strait again 1 thought it was a very good plan but some how think 
it was not true now I dont wish to let her know I rote to you or it 
would not be Plesent here for me so I think it best not to tell her Sc 
you will rite Sc tell me if she has made env trouble \ think she has 
but she dont say env thing if von will rite adress 

Mrs JOHN McKEY 
Box 340 Colllngwoofl. 


{Envelope.) 


Collingwood, 
P. M., 
Feb. 12, 
*08. 

Ont. 


Canadian two-cent 
postage stamp. 


(On back of envelope:) 


Mr. C. L. Williamson. 

14 & B Street- N. W., 

Washington, 1). C. 


Washington, D. C.. 
Feb. 14, 

5:30 A.M. 
1908. 
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75 Testimony on Behalf of Defendant. 

Filed October 28. 1908. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 27988. 

Clyde L. Williamson 
vs. 

Mabel Williamson. 

* * * * * * * 


Charles W. Flora, a witness produced on behalf of the defend¬ 
ant, having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 


Direct examination. 


Bv Mr. Barnard: 
%/ 


Q. Please state your full name? A. Charles W. Flora. 

Q. Do you know the complainant and defendant in this cause, 
Mr. and Mrs. Williamson? A. Yes. sir. 


Q. When 
At 1804 G 


and where did you become acquainted with them? A. 
Street. I went up there to board on the 25th day of 


June, 1907. 

Q. Will you please state to the Court what you know of Mrs. 
Williamson’s disposition and what her conduct was toward 
76 her husband? 


Mr. Emig: Counsel for the complainant objects to the interroga¬ 
tory on the ground that the witness has not shown that he was in a 
position to express an opinion as to the conduct inquired of, and 
also because the question does not relate to any definite period. 

Mr. Barnard: I withdraw that question at this time, and 
qualify it. 

Q. Did you have opportunities to see Mr. and Mrs. Williamson 
while you were there at the house? A. Yes, I ate at the same table 
they did. 

V 

Q. How long were you there? A. 1 was there two months and a 
little over. I will correct that, it was a month and a little over, in 
place of two months. 

Q. From your observation during that time, please state to the 
Court in your opinion, what was Mrs. Williamson s disposition 
toward her husband? A. It seemed to me all that a wife could he: 
I don’t know what else I could sav. 

Q. What was her conduct toward her husband during this time? 
A. It was good as far {is I could see. 

Q. What was Mr. Williamson’s conduct toward his wife? A. In 
public he was all right. 




CLYDE L. WILLIAMSON* VS. MABEL WILLIAMSON. 


39 


Q. Do you know Mrs. Payne? A. No. 

Q. She was not there? A. No. 

77 Q. What was Mr. Williamson’s conduct toward his wife; 
good, indifferent or otherwise? A. He seemed to be indif¬ 
ferent. 

Q. Did he ever say anything in your presence in regard to her 
social standing, or the undesirability of her meeting his friends? 
A. No, sir. 

Cross-examination. 

Bv Mr. Emig: 

Q. What do you mean when you say that Mr. Williamson seemed 
indifferent to his wife? A. Well, for one thing whenever he went 
out. of an evening he always went by himself. 

Q. Do you know where he went to? A. No, sir. 

Q. May he not have gone to his office? A. I don’t know. 

Q. In other words you don’t know where he went on such oc¬ 
casions? A. No. 

CHARLES W. FLORA. 

Whereupon Mabel Williamson, the defendant, having been 
first duly sworn, was examined and testified in her own behalf as 
follows: 

78 Direct examination. 

By Mr. Barnard: 

Q. Please state your name? A. Mabel Williamson. 

Q. Mrs. Williamson, you are the defendant in this case? A. Yes, 
T am. 

Q. What was your wish about getting married to the complain¬ 
ant? A. I wanted him to come up to Canada and see me and he 
said it would be such an expense for him to come that he would send 
me the money for me to come on here with; it would save him that 
much, and 1 asked him wouldn’t it be better to wait a while until 
we got better acquainted, and he wrote and said if I was willing to 
marry him why not marry him at once, and his mother begged him 
to wait until we got acquainted before we were married, at least his 
mother said she did. 

Q. Did he agree to this? A. No. He said that if I was willing 
to marry him why not marry him at once, he didn’t see any reason 
to wait. 

Q. Before your marriage to him, did you make any false repre¬ 
sentations to Mr. Williamson, as to your disposition? 

Mr. Emig: I object to the question as leading and calling for a 
conclusion at law. 

A. T did not. 

Q. Did your husband know that you were unable to get along 

with vour family? A. He did. 

*/ «/ 

Q. What was the agreement about complainant’s mother 
Mrs. Payne, living with you after your marriage? A. His 
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mother was a widow and in very poor health. He was supporting 
her and he wanted her to live with us and if she was not congenial 
he wouldn't ask her to live with us, he would make other arrange¬ 
ments for her. When I arrived the woman he was living with 
claimed to be thirty-four years of age and was in perfect health. 

Q. Did you use the funds sent you by the complainant before 
your marriage, to help your sister run away from home? A. No, 
I did not. 

Q. Please state to the Court what your physical condition was be¬ 
fore your marriage to the complainant? A. I was perfectly well. 
Never had a doctor in my life for any sickness of any kind. 

Q. Did you ever tell Mrs. Payne or your husband that you had 
Ovarian trouble before you were married? A. No. 

Q. And that your physician in Canada advised you that you 
would have to undergo an operation? A. I never required a physi¬ 
cian's care while I lived in Canada. 

Q. Did you tell your husband you had been suffering from leucor- 
rhcea for some years? A. No. 

Q. At what time did you become ill? A. I was sick from the 
first night we were married, but it was three weeks before a doctor 
was called in. 

80 Q. Was your husband's health good? 

A. No. he didn’t seem to be in good health; he had big 
sores inside of his mouth, in his cheeks. He used to spray and 
syringe them, and he had something all around his hair great big 
scales that came down on his forehead. 

Mr. Emig: Counsel for the complainant moves to strike the ques¬ 
tion and answer from the record as being irrelevant and not relating 
to any of the issues in this case, there being no issue as to the com¬ 
plainant's health in this case. 

Q. Please state what was the conversation between Dr. Morhart 
and your husband, while you were at the Hospital in reference to 
your husband’s health? 

Mr. Emig: Same objection. 

A. The day the doctor was called in he took my pulse and Mr. 
Williamson was standing at the foot of the bed and the doctor said, 
‘‘You are all right now Clyde,” or something like that; and Mr. 
Williamson answered “Yes.” I asked him after the doctor went 
out. had he been sick and lie wouldn’t give me any satisfaction. 

Q. How many times did Mrs. Robey call on you after your 
marriage? A. I think I saw her about three times. T usually left 
the room when Mrs. Robey came in. She came in while I was <ick 
in bed. but she wasn’t in my room. 

Q. What was Mrs. Payne’s physical condition at the time of your 
marriage? A. She was perfectly well. The day we were married 
she went to the Matinee in the afternoon and the next evening she 
went to a concert. Mr. Williamson had bought tickets for 
three of us and he was sick and couldn’t go and Mrs. Payne 
went and took two of her friends. 
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Q. When did your husband leave the Chapin Street apartment? 
A. While I was in the hospital. 

Q. At whose request did your husband move from the Chapin 
Street apartment? A. Mrs. Payne found fault with the house from 
the time I went home from the hospital until we left the house. 

Q. What work did Mrs. Payne do at the 1804 G Street house? 
A. She done nothing; very seldom even made up her own room. 

Q. What trouble was there about the telephone? A. I had to do 
my own laundry work and housework and everything. I asked one 
morning if he wouldn’t let me have money to let me have the 
clothes sent to the laundry and he said he didn’t have it, and that 
afternoon he sent a man up to put a private telephone in the best 
room in the house, and that was for Mrs. Payne. It was too much 
trouble for her to come down stairs and answer the phone, but when 
men came to see her she would sit in the parlor and let me come from 
the third floor down to open the door for them. 

Q. How many times did Mrs. Payne sleep in the parlor at 1804 
G Street? A. She slept there once, and got the 50^ which the man 
paid for the room. I was turning the man away and she called me 
and told me to let the man have her room, she w’as sleeping in, and 
she would sleep in the parlor. 

82 Q. What was the instance when you struck your husband 
across the mouth at 1804 G Street? A. He had been out 

until after midnight and when I asked where he had been he said 
it was none of my business, and I said if he didn’t intend to use me 
right what did he marry me for. He said he wished to God “I 
hadn’t,” and I hit him. Then he just simply pounded me, my arms 
were black for months afterwards. 

Q. What was your conduct at 1804 G Street; was it vicious and 
disagreeable or otherwise? A. No it wasn’t. I did everything to 
please him. I let him have all the money, thinking he would at 
least,—he pretended he was paying on the furniture, I discovered 
atferwards he simply paid $5. a month on the furniture. 

Q. At whose request did you move to 1123 Fifth Street? A. 
1 broke down, I was so sick I couldn’t do the housework. He had 
to go and get a girl, then he insisted upon leaving the house. 

Q. After your separation under an agreement, what was your 
husband’s conduct toward vou while you were at 1005 G Street? 
A. He came to see me every night, he was better to me then than 
he was while I lived with him. He coaxed me to go to bed with him 
and said we would go to housekeeping and all such things as that 
just simply because he wanted to go to bed with me that is all. 

Q. At whose request did you live with your husband again in 
1907? A. His own. 

83 Q. What about a statement you made to Mattie Wilson 
about your returning from Maryland? A. I didn’t make 

any statement; she advised me not to go to Canada, that he wouldn’t 
send me any money if I did. 

Q. Did you state to her the reason you returned from Mary¬ 
land was to break the separation agreement wdth your husband? A. 
I did not. 

6—2706a 
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Q. What \va» the agreement about your staying in Canada? A. 
That he wanted to go to his father's room and study nights and if 
I didn't want to be left at home why not go home for a while and if 
I would stay until June he would go to housekeping when I came 
back. If I would stay until August he would come after me. 

Q. Was he to send you the amount of $25. a month while you 
were in Canada? A. He agreed to send me $25. a month. 

Q. Did he send you any money after December, 1907? A. Not 
a cent. 

Q. In vour opinion did your conduct affect the health of your 
husband and disqualify him to perform his duties in his vocation? 
A. No, it did not. 

Q. Who proposed the marriage between yourself and the com¬ 
plainant? A. He did. 

Q. Was it through any compulsion or urging on your 
84 part that he proposed marriage? A. No indeed. 

Q. I have a letter here and I ask you in whose hand¬ 
writing it is? A. Mr. Williamson’s. 

Mr. Barnard: Letter is of date June 12th, 1906, and I offer it 
in evidence as “Defendant’s Exhibit No. 1.” 

Note. —Examiner marks same. 

Cross-examination. 


By Mr. Emig: 

Q. Mrs. Williamson, you have testified that you had trouble with 
your parents, please explain to the Court the cause of the trouble 
referred to by you before your marriage; was it your fault or your 
parents’ fault? 

Mr. Barnard: 1 object to that question as asking for a conclu¬ 
sion of law. 

Q. Whose fault was it? A. 1 don't know; they seemed to think 
when 1 was working 1 should give all my money home, and 1 
couldn’t do it. 

Q. Is it not a fact that it was your own disposition towards your 
parents and your sisters and brothers which caused the trouble 
between yourself and your parents? A. No. They seemed to be 
different altogether after I had been away from home. I had been 
awav from home since I was fifteen, and when I went home they 
seemed like perfect strangers to me, their ways were altogether 
different from mine. 

85 CL You ran away from home, did you not; you went 

without your parents' consent? A. I was of age, I didn’t 
leave home until I was twenty-one. I was at liberty to go. 

Q. Did you not have a hand in taking your younger sister away 
from home? A. She went of her own free will; I didn’t ask her to 
go. In fact I sent her to my married sister just as soon as I could. 

Q. Did you assist her financially in running away? A. No; she 
had been working all summer and had money of her own. 
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Q. Did you not write to Mr. Williamson that you had assisted 
her financially in running away? A. 1 don’t think 1 did. 

Q. If you did, did you tell the truth in the matter? A. I didn’t 
assist her in running away from home, but after she went to work 
I got her clothes, aprons and things to work in, until her clothes 
came from home. 

Q. Didn’t that represent a part of the money you got from Mr. 
Williamson? A. I don’t think it did. I had been working for 
over five years and had been saving my money. About ten days 
after that 1 sent him hack all hut $5. of his monev. 

Q. Why did you send it hack? A. Because I decided not to 
marrv him. 

t/ 

Q. Have you, or not, Mrs. Williamson, admitted to Mr. William¬ 
son either by word of mouth or by letter, that the cause of the 

86 trouble between yourself and your parents and with Mr. 
Williamson was caused purely and solely bv your evil and 

ungovernable disposition? A. I may have after he wrote and told 
my mother a lot of things about me and then she called me down 
and took his part. She made me believe it was my fault, and I wrote 
him and acknowledged it had been. 

Q. Is it not a fact that at the time concerning which you are 
now testifying you were on unpleasant relations with your mother 
and had left the farm again and returned to Collingswood for some 
time, where you were then in service? A. No. 

Q. You stated you came to Washington from Maryland in No¬ 
vember, 1007, and that it was at Mr. Williamson’s solicitation that 
you again lived with him; is that right. A. Yes. 

Q. Is it not a fact that you requested Mr. Williamson to assist 
you in returning from Colonel Nutt’s residence? A. Yes. lie wrote 
and advised me to leave there, and I wrote and told him T didn’t 
see any reason, then Mr. Nutt came and gave me reason, and I sent 
a special delivery letter and asked him to send me a telegram asking 
me to return to Washington. 

Q. Is it not a fact that you had servants to assist you in the work 
at the G Street house in Washington, during the summer of 1907? 
A. 1804 G Street? 

Q. Yes. A. I had a little girl who came after school and I had 
to pay her from the money that I was clearing from the 

87 table. 

Q. You testified most positively, Mrs. Williamson, that 
at no time did Mrs. Payne do any work at the G Street house? A. 
She done nothing except her own room, sometimes she didn’t do 
that. 

Q. Did you not have a cook while you lived at the G Street house? 
A. I did my own cooking. 

Q. How many boarders had you? A. I think the most we had 
at one time was eight; from eight to two. Then there were three 
roomers who stayed at the house. 

Q. Who received the money from the table boarders? A. Mr. 

Williamson did. 

Q. Is it not a fact that you received it? A. I received it and T 
handed it over to him. so vou might as well say he got it. 
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Q. Was not the woman you referred to as living with Mr. Wil¬ 
liamson, the lady who testified in this ease as Mrs. Pavne? A. I 
suppose it was; I didn’t see the lady who testified in this case. 

Q. Was it or not Mrs. Payne? A. Her name, I think, was Mrs. 
Pavne. 

Q. What do you mean by saying that you got no money while 
you were conducting the G Street house, on direct examination, and 
now state that you received the table board from your 
88 boarders? A. I didn’t get the benefit of any, except $3. that 
I got for a pair of shoes and for two weeks he sulked because 
T wouldn’t give him a receipt for it. 

Q. Who is Mr. Frederick? A. He boarded with us there. 

Q. And when did he leave? A. Sometime in June, I think. 

Q. How long did you correspond with him after he left? A. 
I forwarded some mail that he had come to our address, and then 
he sent me hack the post stamps and he wrote once and asked about 
something for his camera that hadn't come, and after I had for¬ 
warder! everything he wrote and returned the postage T had spent. 

Q. Hid vou not correspond with him for some time after he left? 
A. No. T didn’t, 

Q. Did you not promise Mr. Williamson you would discontinue 
corresponding with him? A. Well, he was always jealous of Mr. 
Frederick because of him writing to me, because he knew Mr. Fred¬ 
erick had >ent me some photographs that he took here. 

Q. Did you not write to Mr. Williamson that you would discon¬ 
tinue corresponding with Mr. Frederick? A. He wrote me and 
asked something about my not writing to him and I told him 1 
would stop; but T hadn't been writing to him for three months 
probably. 

Q. You told him you would stop writing to him, didn’t 
80 you? A. 1 said T was willing to stop writing to Mr. Fred¬ 
erick. 1 promised not to write to Mr. Frederick. Sometime 
before that I hadn’t been writing to him.—since I think in July, and 
that was in September. 

Q. You mean to say that your health was perfect and that you 
didn’t consult a physician prior to your leaving Canada in Novem¬ 
ber. 1903? A. T do. 

MABEL WILLIAMSON. . 

Mr. Emig: On behalf of the complainant I renew the objections 
made to the interrogatories filed in this cause, tending to the con¬ 
sideration of any testimony taken and filed after the expiration of 
the period fixed by the Court in the order referring this cause to this 
Examiner. 

Whereupon the parties adjourned. 

MARGARET M. MURRAY, 

Examiner in Chancery. 
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90 Answers to Interrogations Administered to John V. Fred¬ 
erick. 


Filed November 4, 1908. 


In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


No. 27980. In Equity. 

Clyde L. Williamson 
vs. 

Mabel Williamson. 


******* 


1. My full name is John 
2530 East Third Street. Los 
years of age. 


Vandever Frederick; I reside at No. 
Angeles, Cal.; I am twenty-eight (28) 


2. Yes sir. 

3. I became acquainted with them in April. 1907; 1 went to 
hoard with them in their home, having gotten their address from 
the Young Men’s Christian Association. 

4. I lived with Mr. and Mrs. Williamson about ten (10) days. 

5. I considered Mrs. Williamson about as nice appearing and 
acting a young lady as I had ever seen; she tried to please every one 
around her home, her husband and her boarders; she asked from 
time to time if there was anything she could do to make things more 
pleasant or agreeable to them; she seemed to take her husband into 
consideration in everything. After finishing her work in the even¬ 
ing she would come in and try to talk to him and be sociable; 
seemed to be a perfect lady in every way; seemed to live to make 

her home a pleasant home and to please her husband. Was 
91 verv devoted to him and in everv wav true. 

• t/ »/ 

6. Mr. Williamson was rather quiet. I cannot sav much 
for him one way or the other. Tie did not seem to care much for 
his wife or show her he loved her any really; did not do anything 
offensive to her as a natural act, but just did not do things, and 
wanted her to leave him alone; that was what it looked like. He 
seemed to be dominated by his mother’s influence more than his 
wife’s, and his mother’s influence was bad. 

7. Yes, I know Mrs. Mae Payne, Mr. Williamson’s mother. 

8. She seemed to have a disposition to take things easy; took no 
responsibility; took no interest in the house or work; did not help 
Mrs. Williamson any. One thing I remember, something came on 
the table and she made a slighting remark about it before the board¬ 
ers. She did a lot of little things to keep hard feelings between 
them; seemed to want things to go her way, and to have her way, 
regardless of Mrs. Williamson’s feelings; seemed to do things just 
to tease and worn' Airs. Williamson and hurt her feelings and tor¬ 
ment her; would make fun of her cooking before her boarders. 
Was nearlv always late at the table and would come to the breakfast 
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table not properly dressed; looked 'loppy; seemed to come late and 
in this manner just to worry Mrs. Williamson. That is the way it 
looked to me. 

JOHN V. FREDERICK. 

92 Decree Dismissing Bill. 

Filed November 28, 1908. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 27986. 

Clyde L. Williamson 
vs. 

Mabel Williamson. 

This cause coming on to be heard upon the bill of complaint, 
answer, exhibits and testimony, and after argument by counsel, and 
said argument having been considered by the Court, it is by the 
Court adjudged, ordered and decreed this 20th day of November 
1908 that the bill of complaint Hied herein be. and the same is 
herebv. dismissed, with costs. 

WRIGIIT, Justice. 

Appeal noted in open Court, bond fixed at $100. 

Memorandum. 

November 23, 1908.—Appeal bond filed. 

93 Directions to Clerk for Preparation of Transcript of Record. 

Filed January 6, 1909. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 27986. 

Clyde L. Williamson, Appellant. 

vs. 

Mabel L. Williamson. 

John R. Young, Clerk: 

******* 

Please prepare for use in the Court of Appeals of the District of 
Columbia, a record of the following pleadings and exhibits, and por¬ 
tions of testimony, on file in the above entitled cause: 

1. Bill of Complaint, 

2. Answer of the defendant. 

3. Replication of the complainant. 
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4. Testimony as follows— (a) All the testimony of Clyde L. Wil¬ 
liamson, beginning on page 34 and ending on page 66. (b) also 

the following exhibits filed with the complainant’s testimony, to wit: 

Exhibit V 2 
“ Payne 
“ 3 

“ 4 

“ 12 

“ 13 

“ 14 

“ 16 
“ 17 

94 5. All of Mrs. Williamson’s testimony. 

6. All of Charles W. Flora, testimony. 

7. All the answers to interrogatories propounded to John V. Fred¬ 
erick. 

8. Decree. 

9. Appeal Bond. 

CLAYTON E. EMIG, 

Solicitor for the Complainant. 

Memorandum. 

January 8, 1909.—Time in which to file Transcript of Record in. 
Court of Appeals extended to, and including, February 15, 1909 

95 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

1, John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 
94, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. 27986 in Equity, wherein Clyde 
L. Williamson is Complainant and Mabel Williamson is Defendant, 
{is the same remains upon the files and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this lltli day of February, A. D. 1909. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
2076. Clyde L. Williamson, appellant, vs. Mabel Williamson. 
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Oct. 11, 1909. Henry 
W. Hodges, clerk. 
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BRIEF OF APPELLEE. 


Statement of the Case. 

This suit was originally instituted in the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia by Clyde L. William¬ 
son against Mabel Williamson for the annulment of mar¬ 
riage on the ground of fraud, which alleged fraud con¬ 
sisted in the ante nuptial misrepresentation to the appel¬ 
lant, the plaintiff below, as to her family, appearance, and 
especially her disposition, which was denied bv the de- 
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fendant. Issue was joined and testimony taken. At the 
hearing the relief prayed for was denied by the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia, and the bill of com¬ 
plaint was dismissed. The petitioner has appealed to this 
court from the decree dismissing his j>etition. 

ARGUMENT. 

In support of contention that this marriage should be 
annulled on the ground of fraud appellant cites (Appel¬ 
lant’s brief, page 2 ) Keyes vs. Keyes. 6 Misc. (N. Y.), 
355 , wherein the defendant, who was a professional thief 
whose picture was in the rogue’s gallery, had induced the 
plaintiff to marry him on the fraudulent misrepresenta¬ 
tion that he was an honest man. Justice McAdam in this 
case granted the relief prayed for because the fraud per¬ 
petrated went to the essence of the contract, but at page 
355 of his opinion, he states: 

“If the misrepresentations had been as to the 
defendant’s social position, rank, fortune, man¬ 
ners or the like, they would have furnished no 
ground for declaring the marriage void. Fabri¬ 
cations and exaggerations of this kind, while not 
commendable, are so common as to be tolerated 
by the law on grounds of public policy.” 

The quotation from section 499 of Bishop on Marriage 
and Divorce (Appellant’s brief at pages 2 and 3 ). is an 
excerpt from the opinion of Chief Justice Bigelow in 
Donovan vs. Donovan, 9 Allen 140 . which was a suit for 
annulment of a marriage on the ground of fraudulent 
concealment of ante nuptial pregnancy by another man, 
and the Chief Justice finishes quotation cited, as follows: 

“The real difficulty in applying the rule to the 
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latter contract is in determining what facts shall 
be deemed to be material. * * * A woman 

who was about to enter into the marriage contract 
would rarely, if ever, make her condition as to 
pregnancy by other men the subject of express 
representations to the man whom she intended to 
marry.” 

The quotation from section 494 of Bishop on Marriage 
and Divorce (Appellant’s brief, page 3 ) refers to Reyn¬ 
olds vs. Reynolds, 3 Allen, 605 , cited in Bishop on Mar¬ 
riage and Divorce at section 485 in which case it was held 
that the Supreme Judicial Court of New York under 
Gen. Sts., c. 107 , sec. 4 , had power to declare a marriage 
void, into which a man was induced to enter by confiding 
in representations of the woman whom he took for his 
wife that she was chaste, when in fact she was with child 
by another man, if her husband repudiated her as soon 
as he had reason to know the fact. In his opinion in this 
case. Chief Justice Bigelow says, at page 607 : 

‘‘In the absence of force or duress, and where 
there is no mistake as to the identity of the per¬ 
son, any error or misapprehension as to personal 
traits or attributes, or concerning the position or 
circumstances in life of a party, is deemed wholly 
immaterial, and furnishes no good cause for di¬ 
vorce. Therefore no misconception as to her 
character , fortune, health, or temper, however 
brought about, will support an allegation of fraud 
on which a dissolution of the marriage contract, 
when once executed, can be obtained in a court of 
justice. These are accidental qualities, which do 
not constitute the essential and material elements 
on which the marriage relation rests. * * * 
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The law therefore wisely requires that persons 
who act on representations or belief in regard to 
such matters should bear the consequences which 
flow from contracts into which they have volun¬ 
tarily entered, after they have been executed, and 
affords no relief for the results of ‘a blind credul¬ 
ity, however it may have been produced.’ 

Ewing vs. Wheatley, 2 Hogg. Con., 175 - 183 . 

Wakefield vs. Mackay, 1 Phillimore, 134 . 137 . n. 

1 Fraser’s Dom. Rel., 230 . 

Bishop Marriage and Divorce. Secs. 100 , 101 . 

“Nor is it unreasonable that each one should 
take on himself the burden of inquiring into rep¬ 
resentations concerning the character and qual¬ 
ities of the person whom he intends to marry, 
which by the exercise of due caution and discre¬ 
tion, can be ascertained to be true or false, instead 
of lying by and using them to defeat a contract 
after it has Income executed, and a portion of its 
fruits has been enjoyed. The only doubt which 
has arisen as to the wisdom or expediency of this 
doctrine has been occasioned by cases of ante 
nuptial incontinence and want of chastity in fe¬ 
males. * * * In regard to continence, as well 

as to other personal traits and attributes of char¬ 
acter, it is the duty of a party to make due inquiry 
beforehand, and not to ask the law to relieve him 
from a position into which his own indiscretion or 
want of diligence has led him.” 


All the cases cited in appellant's brief at page 3 in sup¬ 
port of doctrine that a fradulent concealment will avoid 
a marriage at the instance of the ignorant one are cases 
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of fraudulent concealment of ante nuptial pregnancy by 
another man, and in Carris vs. Carris, 24 N. J. Eq., 516 , 
it is held that false representations in regard to family, 
fortune, or external condition are not sufficient to avoid 
the marriage contract. 

Picard vs. McCormick, 11 Mich.. 68 , cited in appel¬ 
lant’s brief at page 4 is a case where a purchaser was in¬ 
duced to buy jewelry upon false representations bv seller 
as to its value. 

Orchardson vs. Cafield, 171 Ill., 14 , cited in appel¬ 
lant’s brief at page 4 is a case where a marriage was an¬ 
nulled after death of wife on ground she was insane when 
the marriage ceremony was performed and so remained 
until her death. 

Keys vs. Keys. 22 N. H., 553 , cited in appellant's brief 
at page 4 is a case where a marriage was annulled on the 
ground that one of the parties was insane at time of mar¬ 
riage, and the insanity was unknown to the other party, 
it having been concealed by friends of insane party with 
whom she resided, and who knew of her insanitv. 

J 

In Smith vs. Smith, 171 Mass., 404 , cited in appel¬ 
lant’s brief at page 4 , a marriage was declared void where 
after ceremony but before consummation of the marriage, 
woman learned man was afflicted with a venereal disease. 

In the cases of Morris vs. Morris, Wright, 630 , and Har¬ 
rison vs. Harrison. 94 Mich., 559 , cited on pages 4 and 5 
of appellant’s brief, the alleged fraud was misrepresenta¬ 
tions as to ante nuptial pregnancy, and upon discovery of 
the fraud the husband ceased to cohabit with the wife. 

In the case at bar it is contended there was no conceal¬ 
ment of a material fact that would vitiate the marriage 
contract, and the testimony of Charles W. Flora (Tran¬ 
script of Record at page 38 , Sec. 76 ), and of John V. Fred¬ 
erick (Transcript of Record at page 45 , Sec. 5 ), tends 
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to show that Mrs. Williamson’s conduct toward her hus¬ 
band was all that could be expected from a wife. 

In 26 Cyclopedia of Law and Procedure at page 905, 
Sec. 8. the following rule is given: 

“Fraud which vitiates the marriage contract is 
cause for its annulment. But the fraud or false¬ 
hood must be one which goes to the very funda¬ 
mentals or essentials of the martial relation—de¬ 
ceit, concealment or misrepresentation concerning 
the party’s health, character, wealth, social posi¬ 
tion, previous history or habits, is not sufficient for 
this purpose.” 

Wier 7*.w Still, 31 Iowa, 107. 

Carris r.c. Carris, 24 N. J. Eq., 516. 

Meyer vs. Meyer, 7 Ohio Dec. (Reprint), 627. 

Kraus vs. Kraus, 9 Ohio S. & C. PI. Dec., 515. 

Ewing i's. Wheatley, 2 Hogg. Cons., 175. 

Lewis vs. Lewis, 44 Minn, 124. 

In the present case there is no allegation in the plaintiff’s 
bill of complaint that he ceased to cohabit with his wife 
after discovering the fraud, and on page 21 of the Tran¬ 
script of Record, appellant, the plaintiff below, admits 
living with his wife after discovery of alleged fraud. 

It has been held by this court in Lenoir vs. Lenoir, 24 
Apps. D. C., 160, that the husband will not be entitled to 
a decree of annulment on the ground of fraud, which 
would be sufficient to vitiate the marriage contract, if. 
after its discovery by him, he has condoned it by continu¬ 
ing to cohabit with his wife. 

It seems therefore in this case there has been no con¬ 
cealment of any fact which goes to the very fundamentals 
or essentials of the marital relations, and, even if it is de- 
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cided this is so, in view of the fact that appellant, the pe¬ 
titioner below, continued to cohabit with his wife after 
the discovery of the alleged fraud, he thereby condoned 
the fraud ; and— 

It is respectfully submitted that the decree appealed 
from should be affirmed. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Charles A. Barnard, 

Attorney for Appellee. 




